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Toe the Line on Torture 


The lead article in the February 2 issue 
entitled “American Justice?” by Charles 
Scaliger wandered from torture of prison- 
ers of war, to police using Tasers on the 
elderly. The only continuing theme was 
the bashing of America and Americans. 
The article was beneath the dignity of THE 
NEw AMERICAN. 

The word torture, and what it included, 
was never properly defined, and where it 
did attempt to do so, it falsely included hu- 
miliation as torture. If humiliation is tor- 
ture, I was tortured many times as a youth. 

There are two basic types of torture: 
The first is the causation of physical inju- 
ries or extreme discomfort and excessive 
pain — possibly even permanent injuries 
— to punish someone or to get sadist plea- 
sure. This is always wrong in our civilized 
society, and Senator McCain and all ex- 
POW’s are opposed to this type of torture, 
which they were subjected to. 

The other type of torture is a legitimate 
one, designed not to punish, but to seek 
information to save the lives of innocent 
people. On a personal level say a close 
family member was kidnapped and threat- 
ened with death, within 24 hours, unless a 
huge ransom was paid. If one of the kid- 
nappers is captured and won’t tell where 
the victim is being held — invoking his 
right to remain silent — torture, including 
cutting off one finger at a time, is justi- 
fied. And believe it or not, this would be 
legal. The “necessity” defense excuses a 
criminal act if done to avoid a more seri- 
ous act. The classic case used frequently to 
justify this would be a man violating a no 
trespassing sign to rescue a child drown- 
ing in a backyard pool. 

There is more to the issue than blindly 
condemning all torture. Nearly all alleged 
torture of Moslem prisoners was done to 
obtain information. Whether it exceeded 
the search for information that we knew 
the victim had, or was just a fishing expe- 
dition, we will never know. 

Scaliger quoted Beccaria and said, “No 
matter how compelling the rationale — 
torture, legal or illegal has never been par- 
ticularly effective.” This not true. Under 
certain examples, as I pointed out in my 
example, it is extremely effective. 

It is quite possible that the alleged torture 
in Guantanamo went too far and resulted in 
fishing expeditions without any real knowl- 
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edge that the victims even had knowledge of 
the information for which they were being 
tortured. But the over-reaction by THE NEW 
AMERICAN, practically denying the ability 
to question a prisoner in wartime without 
warning him of his constitutional rights, is 
to put our military in danger. 

Also, the Senate report compiled by 
Democrats on U.S. interrogation and tor- 
ture was a political paper and contains 
many assumptions and half-truths. 

And Scaliger admits we are in a War 
on Terrorism but then claims we need a 
court order for drones to kill the enemy. 
This is an absurd conflict of views. Will 
we soon need our military to warn the 
enemy that he is about to get a court 
order to shoot him? 

There are some good points in the article, 
but it is destroyed by bringing in too much 
extraneous and incorrect information. 
CAPTAIN WILLIAM E. Nowers, USN (RET) 

Fort Myers, Florida 


I have been very disappointed with recent 
articles. 

While I have agreed in principle to your 
overall philosophy, I now find you to be 
sympathizers to the Muslim terrorists. 

Your article on “torture” was terrible. 
You now ally yourselves with John Mc- 
Cain and Dianne Feinstein: pathetic. All 
those who had water up the nose and 
other “torture” could have avoided such 
treatment by merely telling what they 
knew. They chose to protect their fellow 
Muslim terrorists. 

Thomas Eddlem’s “If I Were an ISIS 
Recruiter” (February 2 issue) was the 
icing on the cake. Since he is in so much 
agreement with them, maybe he ought to 
join them. 

JAMES C. WARNER 
Sent via e-mail 


CORRECTION: The article “Trading Away 
Their Oaths” (February 16 issue) said 
that Kevin Brady (R-Texas) is House 


majority leader. He is actually House 
majority deputy whip. 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 


INSIDE TRACK 
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Paul Wins Again, Walker Finishes Strong Second, in CPAC Straw Poll 


Senator Rand Paul of Kentucky came in first for the third straight 
year, and Governor Scott Walker of Wisconsin made a strong 
second-place showing on February 28 at the end of the three- 
day Conservative Political Action Conference in the Washing- 
ton, D.C., suburb of National Harbor, Maryland. Paul, whose 
supporters have adopted a “Stand with Rand” theme, hailed the 
“constitutional conservatives” who chose to stand with him at 
the CPAC event. 

“Our party is filled with constitutional conservatives who have 
chosen to stand with me for a third consecutive straw poll vic- 
tory,” the Kentucky Republican said. “Since President Ronald 


Reagan, the (conference) has been the gold standard on where 
conservatives stand. The constitutional conservatives of our party 
have spoken in a loud and clear voice today.” 

Paul captured 26 percent of the votes cast by the 3,007 con- 
ference attendees who participated in the poll. Walker, the Re- 
publican governor whose controversial curbing of the bargain- 
ing power of public employee unions has won the admiration 
of many of the party’s grassroots conservatives, came in second 
with 21 percent. His victory in Wisconsin in a recall vote, as 
well as his election triumphs in a “blue” state, have impressed 
some GOP strategists for his ability to attract working-class and 
middle-income voters from among Democrats as well as Repub- 
licans. Walker, who received some flak for his refusal to dis- 
cuss foreign policy or answer a question about evolution during 
a visit to London last month, said during his appearance at the 
conference on Thursday that the massive protest demonstrations 
in Madison during the labor unrest had prepared him for dealing 
with foreign crises, including the conflict with the ISIS terrorists 
in the Middle East. 

Texas Senator Ted Cruz finished in third place with 11.5 per- 
cent of the vote, followed by retired neurosurgeon Dr. Ben Car- 
son in fourth with 11 percent. Former Florida GOP Governor 
Jeb Bush, considered by some to be the early front-runner and a 
favorite of the GOP’s Washington establishment and deep-pocket 
donors, finished fifth at eight percent of the vote. 


IMF Seeks to Bypass U.S. Veto in Bid to Empower Self, Tyrants 


The International Monetary Fund is trying to move forward con- 
troversial “reforms” that would massively expand the institution’s 
power and the burden it imposes on taxpayers — particularly 
American taxpayers — by doubling IMF resources. The scheme, 
which is strongly supported by the Obama administration, would 
diminish U.S. influence in IMF decisions while boosting the 
voice of the communist dictatorship ruling mainland China, Pu- 
tin’s Kremlin, the pro-Castro Brazilian government, and various 
other regimes that the UN refers to as “emerging markets.” 

As it stands, however, the U.S. government has veto power 
because it controls more than 15 percent of the voting shares, 
and 85 percent approval is required to adopt the reforms. And the 
International Monetary Fund is facing a U.S. Congress that has 
refused to do its bidding — so far at least. 

Intense lobbying, threats, and even an offer by IMF boss Chris- 
tine Lagarde to “belly dance” for lawmakers have failed to per- 
suade the American people’s elected representatives to go along 
with the plot. So, frustrated and outraged, the IMF board got 
together last month to discuss “two options” for moving forward 
with the plan without the United States, according to media re- 
ports citing primarily unnamed sources close to the discussions. 

According to sources cited by Reuters and Bloomberg, the 
two primary proposed maneuvers include taking away Ameri- 
ca’s veto power at the institution, essentially allowing the IMF 
to run wild at the whims of foreign governments and dictator- 


ships, and asking the Obama administration to “temporarily” 
give up the U.S. government’s controlling share of IMF votes 
— shares acquired using the American people’s money — so 
that the IMF’s other members can ram through the deeply con- 
troversial reforms. 

The threats by the IMF and its members to bypass the Ameri- 
can people’s elected representatives only serve to underscore the 
need for the U.S. government to formally withdraw from it. The 
best way to deal with the threats would be for Congress to de- 
fund all of the international outfits and permanently withdraw 
U.S. membership. 


Christine 
Lagarde 
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Common Core Testing Regime Ruled Unconstitutional 


In a development with massive implications for the Obama ad- 
ministration’s ongoing attempt at nationalizing education with 
Common Core, a Missouri judge ruled February 24 that the fed- 
erally funded testing regime for the controversial standards was 
unconstitutional. The ruling means that the state of Missouri is 
officially prohibited from participating in the “Smarter Balanced 
Assessment Consortium” (SBAC), a key element of Common 
Core enforcement, because it’s an “unconstitutional interstate 
compact.” 

The lawsuit against participation in the scheme was filed late 
last year by a group of taxpayers seeking to uphold the rule of 
law, safeguard public funds, and stop Common Core. Judge Dan- 
iel R. Green, with the Circuit Court of Cole County, Missouri, 
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tuled in favor of the plaintiffs and ordered the state to immedi- 
ately halt all involvement with the federally funded “multi-state” 
testing regime. In particular, Judge Green noted that Congress 
had never approved the interstate compact being foisted on states 
by the Obama administration’s Department of Education. 

As such, the court declared that “any putative obligations, in- 
cluding the obligation to pay membership fees, of the State of 
Missouri to the Smarter Balanced Assessment Consortium ... 
are illegal and void.” The judge also declared that “no Missouri 
taxpayer funds may be disbursed to SBAC in the form of mem- 
bership fees, whether directly or indirectly.” Finally, the court 
permanently prohibited state officials, and “all those in active 
concert with them,” from “taking any action to implement or 
otherwise effectuate any payment of Missouri funds as member- 
ship fees to SBAC, whether directly or indirectly.” 

Of course, the Common Core-pushing establishment — Big 
Business and Big Government, mostly — has no intention of 
surrendering. However, with outrage over what one state law- 
maker and education expert described to THE NEW AMERICAN as 
“state-sponsored child abuse” continuing to sweep the nation, the 
battle is far from over. Parents, taxpayers, educators, and more 
are crossing party lines to smash the plot. If Americans hope to 
restore proper education and local control, though, the growing 
grassroots uprising against Common Core will have to ratchet up 
the pressure even more. 


Obama Threatens “Consequences” for Not Following Deportation Policy 


Speaking on February 25 at a town hall event on immigration, 
President Obama declared that there would be “consequences” if 
Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) employees do not 
follow administration policy on deportation. The event was held 
at Florida International University in Miami, and moderated by 
José Diaz-Balart on MSNBC. 

When Diaz-Balart asked Obama how he could ensure that ICE 
or Border Patrol agents would not deport illegal immigrants who 
were in the middle of legalizing their status when the Obama 
amnesty program was blocked by a court decision, the president 
replied: 


José, look, the bottom line is, is that if somebody is work- 
ing for ICE and there is a policy and they don’t follow the 
policy, there are going to be consequences to it. So I can’t 
speak to a specific problem. What I can talk about is what’s 
true in the government, generally. 

In the U.S. military, when you get an order, you’re ex- 
pected to follow it. It doesn’t mean that everybody follows 
the order. If they don’t, they’ ve got a problem. And the same 
is going to be true with respect to the policies that we’re 
putting forward. 


Obama announced his intention to pursue the policy under dis- 
pute in a televised national address last November 20. Since the 


House of Representatives had repeatedly refused to consider the 
bipartisan “Gang of Eight” immigration bill passed by the Senate 
in 2013 because it granted amnesty to many illegal immigrants, 
Obama decided to implement facets of that failed legislation uni- 
laterally though executive actions. 

The president’s remarks indicate that he has abandoned what- 
ever respect he had for the Constitution’s separation of powers 
and his duty under Article II, Section 3 of the Constitution to 
“take care that the laws be faithfully executed,” since he is es- 
sentially ordering ICE employees to not enforce current immi- 
gration law. 
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Net Neutrality: Beginning of the End of the Internet? 
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February 26 to begin regulating the Internet as a public 

utility under a plan known as Net Neutrality. Let that sink 
in. The federal government will regulate the Internet in the same 
way the agency already regulates the telephone and cable televi- 
sion industries — and it calls that “neutral.” Having been denied 
the ability to regulate the Internet in the past because of a lack of 
authority, the FCC has now simply reclassified the Internet under 
Title I, and — voila! — they have the authority to regulate it. 

But the Internet does not belong in the same category as tele- 
phones and televisions. It is “other”: It has its own category. The 
Internet is the most innovative, pervasive, free, and open form 
of communication man has ever known. Access to it is more 
available now than ever before, and an increasing number of 
people are using it as the primary method for their communica- 
tions. When used properly, the Internet allows private, anony- 
mous communication in a way that is unrivaled. But beyond that, 
it is also a marketplace, a research network, an alternative news 
source, and much, much more. And the Internet is all these things 
because it grew up largely unhindered by government regulation 
(read: interference). 

With the three-to-two vote of unelected bureaucrats unac- 
countable to the people, that is changing. It is as sure as can be 
that Net Neutrality will change the Internet. As the Internet is 
bogged down in regulation by an agency that has no constitu- 
tional authority even to exist, let alone to regulate the Internet, the 
innovation that birthed and nursed the Net to youthful maturity 
will be replaced by concerns about compliance with regulations. 
Instead of answering to the concerns of consumers — as is done 
in a free market — ISPs (Internet Service Providers — through 
which a company such as Netflix provides services to Internet 
users) will begin focusing their attention on lobbying the FCC. 

The purported reasons for the FCC stepping up its regulation 
of the Internet is that ISPs were “giving preferential treatment” to 
some services and “discriminating” against others and “creating 
paid fast lanes on the Internet.” It sounds evil. It screams for relief 
that only Big Government can provide. Granted, some ISPs were 


T he Federal Communications Commission (FCC) voted 


slowing traffic to sites that provide streaming services for watch- 
ing movies or downloading large files, while at the same time al- 
lowing faster connections to other sites. Also granted, most ISPs 
were providing faster services for consumers who pay more. But 
is that wrong? Does it require relief in the form of regulation? 

These types of things are normal in a free market. Bandwidth 
is expensive to maintain, and ISPs must make decisions that are 
in their best interests as businesses. If some consumers are using 
a very large amount of the available bandwidth to download large 
files and stream movies and music, it means that either every- 
thing on that connection will slow down for everyone using it, or 
the ISP will have to increase the bandwidth, and pay for it. The 
choices are limited. The ISPs can “choke” the speeds to con- 
nections to those services that use the most bandwidth; they can 
charge extra to consumers who desire faster connections; they 
can raise rates across the board; or they can do a combination of 
the three. 

Following the logic of the arguments in favor of Net Neutrality, 
a restaurant should charge the same price for an eight-ounce steak 
as for a 16-ounce steak. Just because Customer B has a bigger 
appetite than Customer A doesn’t mean B should pay more, goes 
the Net Neutrality reasoning. In a free market (one that answers 
to the realities of cost and profits), the restaurant would have no 
choice but to offer only a 12-ounce steak and charge the same 
price as it had for the 16-ounce steak. And that is where these new 
regulations begin to harm consumers. We will see fewer choices 
and higher prices as the ISPs focus on lobbying their regulators 
and passing the costs along to their customers. 

Many people live in areas where the demand for high speed In- 
ternet is low and have had to suffer with slow connection speeds. 
They have sat in Starbucks and public libraries and used their 
Internet connection when they needed a faster connection. Many 
currently pay about $100 per month for high speed Internet and 
home security from Comcast because they live in areas where 
demand is higher. These are their choices. There is no one-size- 
fits-all approach, and as Big Government tries to force one, those 
who advocated for this are going to figure that out. 
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Former New York Mayor Won’t 

Retract His Fiery Comment About Obama 

“T do not believe, and I know this is a horrible thing to say, but I do not 
believe that the president loves America. He doesn’t love you. And he 
doesn’t love me. He wasn’t brought up the way you were brought up and 
I was brought up, through love of this country.” 

Claiming to describe the worldview that shaped Barack Obama’s up- 
bringing, Rudolph Giuliani also said that he wants the next president to 
be President Obama’ opposite. 


Rudolph 
Giuliani 
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GOP Spokesman Scoffs at John Podesta’s 
Commitment to Hillary Clinton’s Campaign 
“You’ve got to admire someone willing to move from one sinking ship to another that’s taking on water 
even before it has left port. Voters overwhelmingly don’t want a third term for President Obama’s liberal 
agenda, but it’s clear that’s what Hillary Clinton and John Podesta intend to give them.” 

Immediately after Bill Clinton-era veteran John Podesta announced leaving the Obama administra- 
tion to guide Hillary Clinton in her expected quest to win the presidency in 2016, Republican National 
Committee spokesman Michael Short considered his move an act of futility. 


Writer Assesses Candidacy of Jeb Bush 

“Tn an effort to distance himself from the legacy of his brother, George W. Bush, former Florida Gover- 
nor Jeb Bush will use a major foreign policy speech to assert that, if elected, he would harm the nation 
in completely different ways.” 

This comment, written by Andy Borowitz, appeared in the New Yorker and clearly indicated his lack 
of enthusiasm for Jeb Bush's candidacy. 


Congressman Warns of Possible 

Consequences of Refusing to Rein In President’s Action 

“Be careful what you do with the law today, because if you weaken it 
today, you weaken it forever.” 

While addressing the House Judiciary Committee, Representative Trey 
Gowdy (R-S.C.) aimed his thoughts at those who may approve of, or 
benefit from, the president’s unconstitutional immigration policy. 


Worsening Chinese Air Pollution Sends Vacationers Elsewhere 
“The blue sky and the clean air are great. They’re something we don’t 
have at home.” 

Xu Jun brought his family to Japan. Many other Chinese avail them- 
selves of better atmospheric conditions in nearby Japanese communities. 


AP Images 


Journalist Passes Away but Not Before Writing His Own Epitaph 

“T knew this would happen.” 

Born in Belgium and spending a lifetime in journalism, Arnaud de Borchgrave worked for United 
Press and Newsweek, and later as editor-in-chief of the Washington Times. An American citizen since 
1957, he died in Washington on February 15 at age 88. 


Noted Virginia Politician Decries 
Weak Republican Congressional Leaders 
“They really don’t have any backbone. If they had principles at any point 
in their political lives, they don’t have them anymore. They’re scared to 
death to be painted as mean.” 
Former Virginia Attorney General Ken Cuccinelli referred to Senate 
Leader Mitch McConnell (R-Ky.) and House Speaker John Boehner (R- 
Ohio) while pointing to their decision to cease backing a bill that would 
have forbidden funding President Obama’s “executive action” plans to 
deal with immigration problems. @ Ken 

— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANUS Cuccinelli, 
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© Shouldn’t Go 


The Department of Homeland Security, which was supposed to streamline government 
security operations because of 9/11, is a monstrous entity that has completely lost its way. 


by Jack Kenny 


in a high-school civics class or found 

in a college textbook, but as a reality 
check on how government really oper- 
ates, try answering the following: Which 
agency, bureau, or department of the fed- 
eral government exercises jurisdiction 
over the following matters? 


I t’s not a question likely to be asked 


10 


*Tracking down fraudulent Native 
American art. 

«Investigating pickpocketing. 

Teaching children about the dangers 
lurking on the Internet. 

¢Warning elderly senior citizens about 
scam artists. 

Instructing nightclub strippers to be- 
ware of sex traffickers. 

If you guessed it is the Department of 


Homeland Security, you could be work- 
ing for the federal government. The above 
activities constitute but a partial list of 
varied activities of the third largest fed- 
eral department (after Veterans Affairs 
and Defense), ostensibly created to pro- 
tect us from acts of terror and natural di- 
sasters. Rather than asking how tracking 
down pickpockets and educating strippers 
helps America fight terrorism, we might 
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Rather than asking how tracking down pickpockets 
and educating strippers helps America fight terrorism, 


we might aSk how DHS has not yet put preventing 
jaywalking on its ever-growing list of responsibilities. 


ask how DHS has not yet put preventing 
jaywalking on its ever-growing list of re- 
sponsibilities. Then again, maybe it has. 
The department has done such a thorough 
job of empire building that no one seems 
to know exactly what it’s doing, including 
the DHS officials themselves. 

“They’ve kind of lost their way,” former 
Homeland Security Secretary Tom Ridge 
told the Albuquerque Journal in an inter- 
view with the New Mexico newspaper last 
year. “I was proud to be associated with 
those men and women, but it just seems to 
me ... the focus — the primary focus — 
has been substantially diminished.” 

“Tt needs to be dismantled,” Representa- 
tive John Mica (R-Fla.) said last October. 
“We put this together after 9/11 to com- 
municate and coordinate better but instead 
it’s a monument to bureaucracy.” 

The activities cited above make up 
but a partial list of the expanding role of 
DHS, and only in one state at that. The 
Albuquerque Journal published a series 
of articles last spring on the department’s 
activities in New Mexico. Officials were 
asked how, among the many other DHS 
activities, they were keeping America 
safe by detecting forgeries of Native 
American art. 

“Native American culture is very im- 
portant here in New Mexico, and we want 
to preserve that,” Kevin Abar, assistant 
special agent in charge of Homeland 
Security Investigations explained to the 
Journal. Preserving culture might seem a 
far cry from defending the nation from ter- 
rorist attacks, but an investigative unit that 
has, according to the DHS website, 10,000 
employees and 6,700 special agents in 
more than 200 U.S. cities and 47 foreign 
countries, is obviously waging a war on 
terror that knows no bounds. Some agents 
will even call on strip club dancers for 
their country, the Journal reported: 


Last June, HSI’s Albuquerque field 
office announced it would meet with 
adult dancers and strip club owners 
to train them about the dangers of 
sex trafficking and how to recognize 
it. Agents are planning seminars and 
workshops at retirement centers to 
inform older residents about lottery, 
IRA and jail fraud schemes. And 
the agency last month announced a 
program called iGuardian that will 
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send DHS officers into schools and 
nursing homes, where they will teach 
young and old alike about the dan- 
gers of Internet predators. 

“We want to secure the Internet 
and make sure the individuals on it 
understand the pitfalls, and that they 
can become victims,” Abar said. 


Creating the Behemoth 

The Department of Homeland Security 
was created by an act of Congress signed 
by President George W. Bush in Novem- 
ber 2002, just over one year after the Sep- 
tember 11 terrorist attacks on the United 
States. Though the United States’ 17 intel- 
ligence agencies failed to discover and foil 
the September 11 plot, President George 
W. Bush was able to convince the Con- 
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gress that adding another layer of bureau- 
cracy would somehow make us safer. 

The act merged 22 federal agencies into 
one vast department, charged with the task 
of preventing terrorist attacks, reducing 
the nation’s vulnerability to terrorism, and 
assisting in the recovery from any terror- 
ist acts or other disasters that might occur, 
natural or man-made. That might seem 
like a large enough task for any organi- 
zation. But Homeland Security Investiga- 
tion officers have been working with local 
police and state attorneys general on in- 
vestigations of gang activity, pickpocket 
rings, and missing and exploited children. 
“We are working side-by-side, literally — 
we are entrenched with our state and local 
counterparts,” special agent Abar said. 

What is often called “mission creep” 
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Reaction to an intelligence failure: The September 11 attacks on the World Trade Center in New 


York, seen here, and the Pentagon in Washington, D.C., were a major impetus for the creation of 


the Department of Homeland Security. 
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might, in the case of DHS, more accu- 
rately be described as “mission gallop.” 
While Congress has recently reached an 
impasse over funding the department, it 
is worth noting that Homeland Security’s 
annual spending has kept pace with the 
ever-expanding scope of its activity. With 
a total workforce of 240,000, DHS last 
year spent $61 billion, more than double 
the $29 billion it received in 2003, its 
first year of operation. The overreach- 
ing and redundancies in the department’s 
operations are apparent in the 78 “fusion 
centers” it has established throughout the 
United States to process and share infor- 
mation with local, state, and federal law- 
enforcement agencies. Started in 2006, 
the fusion centers were from the begin- 
ning not limited to monitoring terrorist ac- 
tivities, though that is a major part of their 
mission. They also gather information re- 
lated to other criminal activities. On both 
counts their work often overlaps that of the 
FBI, which in addition to its criminal in- 
vestigation units, has Joint Terrorism Task 
Forces at various locations around the 
country, as well as Field Intelligence Units 
reporting to the Task Forces. In 2013, the 
Government Accountability Office looked 
at fusion centers in eight cities and found 
that all eight overlapped at least partially 
with the FBI’s counterterrorism work and 
four of them were doing nothing the FBI 
wasn’t already doing. 

In 2012, an investigative committee of 
the U.S. Senate published the results of a 
two-year long investigation of the DHS 
fusion centers and concluded: 


Despite reviewing 13 months’ worth 
of reporting originating from fusion 
centers from April 1, 2009 to April 
30, 2010, the Subcommittee inves- 
tigation could identify no reporting 
which uncovered a terrorist threat, 
nor could it identify a contribution 
such fusion center reporting made to 
disrupt an active terrorist plot. 
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Fusing local and federal errors in law enforcement: Attorney General Eric Holder addresses 
the National Fusion Center Conference in New Orleans in February 2010. The 78 Fusion Centers 
across America have been criticized for passing on information unrelated to violent crimes and 
terrorism and identifying law-abiding groups as terror threats. 


One example of “useless information” 
cited by the Senate committee was a re- 
port on a foreigner with an expired visa 
who had been caught speeding and shop- 
lifting; the man’s name was added to the 
list of “known or appropriately suspected” 
terrorists. A reviewer of the report wrote 
the only factual basis for the terror-suspect 
designation was that he “tried to steal a 
pair of shoes from Nieman Marcus.... I 
have no idea what value this would be 
adding to the IC [Intelligence Commu- 
nity],” the reviewer wrote. The Senate 
report also detailed questionable spend- 
ing practices such as purchases of “shirt 
button” cameras, $6,000 laptops, and big- 
screen televisions. One center, the report 
said, spent $45,000 on an SUV that a city 
official used for commuting. The report, 
called “Safety at Any Price,” also cited 
the purchase of 13 snow-cone machines 
in Michigan and the $45 million spent on 
a failed video surveillance network in II- 
linois as examples of “dubious spending.” 

Yet most Americans were unaware of 
the existence of the fusion centers until one 


The Senate report also detailed questionable 
spending practices such as purchases of “shirt button” 
cameras, $6,000 laptops, and big-screen televisions. 
One center, the report said, spent $45,000 on an SUV 
that a city official used for commuting. 
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of them, the Missouri Information Analy- 
sis Center, made headlines in 2009 by in- 
cluding supporters of Texas Congressman 
and Republican presidential candidate Ron 
Paul and pro-life activists as people to be 
watched as potential terrorists. A fusion 
center in Texas drew verbal fire from the 
American Civil Liberties Union for target- 
ing antiwar activists and a lobbyist for Is- 
lamic organizations as potential threats. 

“They have not solved or prevented 
any terrorist acts in the United States,” 
Wendell Oliver, a retired Virginia police 
officer who has written two textbooks on 
homeland security, told the Albuquerque 
Journal. “But there is also no evidence 
they have necessarily done any great harm 
— other than waste money.” It could be ar- 
gued that given the type of people and or- 
ganizations they have put on their “watch 
lists,” some of the fusion centers have also 
contributed to a climate of fear and sus- 
picion that could pose a greater threat to 
the nation’s freedom and stability than the 
wasteful and duplicative spending cited in 
studies of Homeland Security operations. 
But the waste itself is harmful in that it di- 
verts into nonproductive uses dollars that 
might otherwise be spent defending both 
security and freedom. 

“We can only defend our freedoms by 
ensuring the dollars we spend on security 
are done so in a fiscally responsible man- 
ner, meet real needs, and respect the very 
rights we are aiming to preserve and pro- 
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tect,” wrote former Senator Tom Coburn, 
who chaired the subcommittee that pro- 
duced the report. In other words, Congress 
and the agencies it has created should stop 
playing the role of a fanatic — one who re- 
doubles his effort (and his spending) when 
he has forgotten his aim. 


Militarizing the Police 
Another area of duplication is in equipment 
grants to state and local law-enforcement 
agencies. For decades the federal govern- 
ment has been making surplus military 
equipment available through grants from 
the Pentagon and the Justice Department. 
In addition, the DHS also has its set of 
grants for police departments to purchase 
military and other equipment that is sup- 
posed to be used for counterterrorism activ- 
ity, but is often used for drug enforcement 
or crowd control. The multiplicity of de- 
partments handling the same type of grants 
is almost certain to generate more spending 
and less accountability, since if one depart- 
ment denies a grant application or cuts off 
funding, the applicant can try the other two. 
By 2014, DHS had spent an estimated $34 
billion to put on the streets of America’s cit- 
ies and towns armored vehicles and other 
military hardware more commonly found 
in the war zones of Afghanistan and Iraq. 
More than a dozen armored tactical ve- 
hicles named BEARCAT (Ballistic En- 
gineered Armored Response Counter At- 
tack) were used in Boston and Watertown, 
Massachusetts, in pursuit of the Marathon 
bombing suspects in April 2013. Last sum- 
mer police in Ferguson, Missouri, turned 
out in riot gear, bearing automatic rifles and 
accompanied by a Mine Resistant Ambush 
Protection armored vehicle in response to 
violence that occurred in protest demonstra- 
tions over the shooting death of an unarmed 
teenager in a physical altercation with a 
Ferguson policeman. Andrew Becker and 
G.W. Schulz of the Center for Investigative 
Reporting noted in a December 2011 report 
in the online Daily Beast that Homeland 
Security had spent $8 million to arm police 
in Fargo, North Dakota, with military-style 
assault rifles, Kevlar helmets to withstand 
battle-grade ammunition, and an armored 
vehicle complete with rotating turret. The 
“menacing truck,” they reported, was being 
used “mostly for training and appearances 
at the annual city picnic, where it’s been 
parked near the children’s bounce house.” 
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“Most people are so fascinated by it, 
because nothing happens here,” Carol 
Archbold, a Fargo resident and criminal 
justice professor at North Dakota State 
University, told the reporters. “There’s no 
terrorism here.” 

In Keene, New Hampshire, a BEARCAT 
purchased with a $286,000 Homeland 
Security grant has drawn verbal opposi- 
tion from some local residents as well as 
ridicule from TV comedians, due in part 
to the fact that the biggest event each year 
in the relatively peaceful city of 23,000 is 
a display of some of the world’s largest 
Jack O’ Lanterns in the annual Pumpkin 
Festival. When the city council decided to 
apply for the grant, it appeared to have lit- 
tle-to-nothing to do with a terrorist threat. 
“The discussion centered mainly around 
how the vehicle would be deployed during 
routine law enforcement procedures, such 
as evacuating residents during a flood or 
policing the campus of Keene State Col- 
lege,” the Jelegraph of Nashua noted. 
Keene Police Chief Kenneth Meola de- 
fended the purchase in an interview with 
the Telegraph. “Do I think al-Qaeda is 
going to target [the] Pumpkin Fest? No, but 
are there fringe groups that want to make a 
statement? Yes, and we should prepare for 
that,” Meola said. “It is a target in the New 
Hampshire region.” 
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Concord, New Hampshire, the state 
capital, also received a BEARCAT, thanks 
to a $258,024 grant from Homeland Se- 
curity. To get it, Police Chief John Duval 
wrote that while New Hampshire has been 
spared the scourge of international terror- 
ism, “on the domestic front, the threat is 
real and here. Groups such as Sovereign 
Citizens, Free Staters and Occupy New 
Hampshire are active and present daily 
challenges.” The biggest challenge, one 
Chief Duval was unable to meet, was to 
show evidence that any of the organiza- 
tions he cited had posed any threat, let 
alone a terrorist threat, to the peace and 
safety of the Granite State. The accusa- 
tion brought a sharp response and a de- 
mand for a retraction from Free Staters, a 
group of citizens organizing a migration to 
New Hampshire of Americans from other 
states interested in preserving and expand- 
ing an environment of social, political, and 
economic liberty in the state that has no 
general sales or income tax, no seat belt 
or helmet law, and “Live Free Or Die” as 
its motto. The New Hampshire Civil Lib- 
erties Union also voiced its concern over 
the police characterization of the groups as 
terrorist threats. 

In an interview on New Hampshire 
Public Radio, Chief Duval said, “I at- 
tempted to state a case, it was interpreted 


pa 


Gift-giving overlap: Armored vehicles and military-style weapons and apparel for police, seen 
here in the hunt for one of the Boston Marathon bombers in Massachusetts, are increasingly 
available to local police departments through multiple federal agencies, including the DHS. 
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Invasive and nearly useless: Full body scanners, which often show genitalia in detail, are now a 
fixture at most U.S. airports, though Israel doesn’t use them because they are easy to overcome. 


that I was calling certain groups terrorist 
groups.... I do not believe they are terrorist 
organizations.... I accept responsibility... 
I missed the mark in what I was trying to 
communicate.” 


The “Touch and Squeeze” Agency 
Perhaps none of the Homeland Security 
activities has generated as much contro- 
versy as the use of full-body scanners and 
pat-downs at airports by the Transporta- 
tion Security Administration. The practice 
was adopted after the botched attempt 
of the “underwear bomber” to set off an 
explosion aboard an airliner landing in 
Detroit on Christmas Day, 2009, but the 
intrusiveness of the airport searches have 
left countless travelers feeling not safer, 
but increasingly angry over the invasion 
of privacy. In his 2012 book, Government 
Bullies, Senator Rand Paul (R-Ky.) quoted 
an ABC News producer who received a 
“pat down” after she had opted out of the 
body scanner. 

“The woman who checked me put her 
hands inside my underwear and felt her 
way around,” she said. “It was basically 
worse than going to the gynecologist.” 
A 95-year-old leukemia patient and an 
eight-month-old baby were among those 
subjected to the pat-downs, wrote Paul, 
who was himself detained at an airport 
in Nashville for refusing to submit to a 
pat-down after failing the body scan. He 
noted that Michael Chertoff, after serv- 
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ing as secretary of Homeland Security, 
left government and became a lobbyist 
for Rapiscan, the company that makes 
the body scanners. After the attempted 
bombing over Detroit, Chertoff turned 
up repeatedly in media interviews. “You 
could barely read or watch a report about 
the failed underwear bomber without also 
hearing from Michael about the need for 
naked body scanners,” Paul wrote. 

The invasions of privacy might be tol- 
erable if they actually made passengers 
safer by preventing bombings or hijack- 
ings. Rafi Sela, the former head of airport 
security in Israel, a nation with consider- 
able experience in dealing with terrorist 
attacks, has called the scanners “useless.” 
“TI can overcome the body scanners with 
enough explosives to bring down a Boeing 
747,” he said. “That’s why we haven’t put 
them in our airport.” 


A Standing Army 
The public reaction to news about the fusion 
centers, the widespread unpopularity of the 
TSA procedures, and the lack of focus by 
the DHS on what 
its mission really 
is might all be con- 
tributing factors to 
the low morale that 
has been reported 
among its 240,000 
employees. A sur- 
vey last Decem- 
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ber found DHS ranked lowest in morale 
among “large agencies,” and Immigration 
and Customs Enforcement and two other 
DHS agencies were in the bottom three 
slots among all 314 agencies. 

Representative Mica, who chairs a 
House subcommittee overseeing govern- 
ment operations, said Congress should 
change the hiring and firing authority 
within the department to create greater 
flexibility in managing the workforce. 
“If you don’t have the ability to hire and 
fire and set the standard for qualifications 
and if you don’t have the ability to get the 
best management in place then you can’t 
operate,” Mica said. 

But Congress need not get bogged 
down in management and labor issues 
within the department, nor should it heed 
the frequently heard calls for greater con- 
gressional oversight at DHS. If anything 
the department is suffering from too much 
oversight from senators and representa- 
tives eager to get some of those Home- 
land Security grants for their states and 
districts. As of last fall, there were more 
than 90 congressional committees and 
subcommittees with some level of over- 
sight responsibility for the department. 
For Congress to try and correct the waste, 
redundancies, and bureaucratic misman- 
agement at DHS would truly be a case of 
the blind leading the blind. 

Yet despite its fumbling overreach 
and ham-handed procedures, Homeland 
Security is, writes John Whitehead of 
the civil-libertarian Rutherford Institute, 
“ruthlessly efficient when it comes to 
building what the Founders feared most 
— a standing army on American soil.” 
Before that “army” grows any larger and 
Congress wastes more money on it, it 
should be abolished, with its legitimate 
responsibilities returned to the parent 
agencies that make up the DHS. Ameri- 
ca’s safety will not be diminished and our 
freedom will be more secure with Home- 
land Security gone. Hf 
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ECONOMY 


Many economists claim not only that huge U.S. trade 
deficits are good things for America, but that they can 
prove it logically. Well, they are somewhat correct. 


by Kurt Williamsen 


billion trade deficit. In 2012, it had a 

deficit of $534.7 billion — more than 
a trillion dollars in just two years. Ameri- 
cans keep buying products from overseas 
— more than foreigners buy from the 
United States — to a large extent because 
government regulations in the United 
States make producing items here so ex- 
pensive that U.S. companies have difficul- 
ty competing, because trade treaties give 
trade advantages to other countries, and 
because America imports large quantities 
of oil (oil represented roughly 35 percent 
of the U.S. trade deficit in 2014). 


I n 2013, the United States had a $471.5 
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Using logic, many Americans deduce 
from our deficits that a situation is oc- 
curring similar to the following scenario: 
More U.S. imports than exports indicates 
less production here, fewer jobs here, 
fewer opportunities for advancement, 
lower wages, longer hours at the jobs 
that are available, and more years of 
work before retirement — if retirement 
comes at all. 

They also wonder how long we can 
continue running up these trade deficits, 
because wealth is literally being drained 
from our country. Or is it? 

In fact, is any part of the depressing 
result of trade deficits true, or is it logic 
gone awry? 


Cars come in; cash goes out: |f Americans 
want foreign items such as cars, they must pay 
for them. But if Americans create ample wealth 
at home to pay for the cars, such as by digging 
gold, foreign purchases are not a problem. 


The Defense 

A sizeable number of economists, espe- 
cially libertarian ones, actually defend 
trade deficits as good things. They base 
their argument on one made by an in- 
fluential French economist of the 1800s 
named Frédéric Bastiat, who essentially 
said that if a company or other entity sells 
its products overseas and then buys lots 
of other products in that foreign land — 
products that are sold more inexpensively 
there than they are sold in the home coun- 
try — the company or entity is not caus- 
ing its home country or people hardship. 
In fact, he says, the home country ben- 
efits because its people are merely getting 
a really good deal in trade. For example, 
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say Apple sells its iPhones in China, 
banking the money in the United States. 
Then if Apple workers and stockhold- 
ers use the money to buy all manner of 
cheap Chinese products — oranges, fish, 
lamps, lightbulbs, shoes, etc. — Ameri- 
cans should celebrate their cheap buys. 

In correspondence with this writer, eco- 
nomics professor Walter E. Williams was 
gracious enough to supply a succinct ra- 
tionale for the line of thinking behind the 
defense of trade deficits: 


Briefly: Say that a Japanese producer 
sells us a Toyota for $20K. If he just 
kept the money, it would be great for 
us. We’d have Japanese producers 
producing wonderful thing[s] for us 
in return for tiny slips of paper called 
dollars. If you accept that Japanese 
producers are not so stupid as to do 
that, and they don’t buy anything from 
us, then what? They might use those 
dollars to purchase something from an 
India[n] producer. India[n] producers 
have no use for dollars except to use 
them to purchase something from 
maybe a German producer. The Ger- 
man producer might then purchase 
something from the U.S. The only 
reason anyone would take a dollar in 
return for goods is to ultimately have 
a claim on something produced in the 
U.S. That’s unless you believe that 
foreigners just love to keep and look 
at the pictures of our former presidents 
on tiny slips of paper. 


So under this theory, all the dollars Ameri- 
cans send abroad in trade eventually re- 
turn to the United States to buy goods or 
services from Americans, unless foreign- 
ers are foolish enough to keep those little 
colored pieces of paper instead of redeem- 
ing them for American products. Either 
way, Americans win. 

The trade-deficits-aren’t-bad argument 
concludes that the economies of both coun- 
tries involved in unequal trade benefit by 
the exchanges. In fact, under the theory, 
the country with the trade deficit probably 
is actually making out better in trade deals 
than the country or countries with which 
it trades: Not only did it get a very good 
deal in trade, but the country or countries 
trading with it will boost its economy by 
buying its products or stocks or bonds. 
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As has been said many times, “It sounds 
good in theory; how does it stand up to 
reality?” 


Assumptions, Assumptions 
Actually, there’s good reason to see things 
this way — because trade deficits are not 
necessarily bad. As Professor Williams 
also has pointed out, very often what for- 
eign entities do with the money Americans 
send them for products is buy stocks or 
bonds in the United States, strengthen- 
ing segments of America, or they open 
businesses here, such as Toyota did in 
Huntsville, Alabama. As well, often trade 
deficits are accompanied by less unem- 
ployment, increased GDP, more manufac- 
turing output, and lower poverty rates, as 
related by the Cato Institute’s Daniel Gris- 
wold in his article “A Rising Trade Deficit 
Signals Good Times for U.S. Economy.” 
However, observation of the economies 
of the world shows that the theory doesn’t 
stand up well under all conditions. It is 
only true under certain conditions. 
Consider: If it is absolutely true that 
trade deficits don’t matter, it must hold 
true, as well, that any size trade deficit 
doesn’t matter — even to the point that 
a country can purchase all goods from 
abroad, without consequence. But there 
is a very obvious consequence to such a 
course, namely currency crashes — of 
which there have been 21 around the 
world in the past 25 years. 
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Collecting currency: It is theorized that trade de 


Of the 21 countries that caused hyperin- 
flation of their currencies, 17 were running 
trade deficits at the time their currencies 
imploded. One of the remaining four, Bra- 
zil, had deficits leading up to the crash, but 
not in the year that rapid inflation began 
because of newly imposed import restric- 
tions; and another, Zimbabwe, didn’t have 
trade deficits until several years after in- 
flation began in earnest, but its foreign 
trade did drop dramatically before then, 
leading to hyperinflation. Of the two re- 
maining countries, Poland and Russia, 
there were other factors involved that had 
a similar effect on their economies as trade 
deficits: Poland had a trade surplus with 
Russia, but Russia only actually paid for 
a small fraction of the goods it imported 
from Poland because Russia was becom- 
ing insolvent as well. 

In Russia, before its currency implod- 
ed, imports and exports usually balanced 
because the Western world didn’t accept 
the ruble in trade — Russia needed to 
barter or use gold in trade with Western- 
ers — but it still essentially ran deficits 
because in trade with the communist 
bloc, Russia often paid higher-than- 
world-market prices for goods it got from 
its trade partners in order to boost their 
failing economies. (For instance, Rus- 
sia paid Cuba above-market prices for 
sugar.) Russia also gave direct aid to to- 
talitarian governments so that they would 
follow Russia’s foreign-policy lead. 


ficits are good because foreigners would not 
take little colored pieces of paper called dollars in exchange for valuable goods and services 
unless they planned to use those dollars to buy goods and services from the United States. 
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unemployment, increased GDP, more manufacturin 


output, and lower poverty rates, as related by the 


Is it merely coincidence that countries 
that have hyperinflated their currencies 
had trade deficits, or is it a pattern signi- 
fying a link? 

A currency hyperinflates when produc- 
ers in a country can’t produce enough 
goods — create enough wealth — to pay 
for government services, and the govern- 
ment decides to print money to pay for its 
employees and services. When people both 
at home and abroad realize that the cur- 
rency produced by a country far outstrips 
the value of the saleable goods available 
in that country, price inflation runs ram- 
pant, and if enough money is printed, the 
currency can lose value rapidly, becoming 
virtually worthless. It is a truism that if a 
country purchased all goods from abroad, a 
country’s currency would quickly devalue, 
providing a tie between trade deficits and 
currency crashes. (In truth, a country could 
provide services in exchange for goods, 
meaning a country would have to run a 
deficit in both goods and services to rapidly 
ruin its currency.) And hyperinflation often 
leads to pain for the people in those coun- 
tries: starvation, rampant crime (post-crash 
in Russia, when criminals wanted some- 
thing such as an apartment, the original 
owners often simply disappeared), lack of 
healthcare, etc., so trade deficits can defi- 
nitely have downsides. 

Also, if it is strictly true that trade deficits 
are good things, it follows, too, that every 
country with a trade deficit should benefit. 
And that’s obviously not true. In fact, when 
Third World countries open their doors to 
imports, and the peoples in them are sup- 
plied with goods from abroad far cheaper 
than they could get the goods domestically, 
their local industries can be overwhelmed 
before they can compete in world markets, 
shutting them down. Hence, the open doors 
cause the countries to have few jobs, and 
the people continue to live in Third World 
conditions, often holding such livelihoods 
as growing gardens or herding cows and 
living in mud and stick huts. 

Ironically, showing how open trade 
doors in Third World countries doesn t 
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Cato Institute’s Daniel Griswold. 


work is a case of generosity gone awry, 
as explained in the October 2011 article 
in Foreign Policy magazine entitled “Haiti 
Doesn’t Need Your Old T-shirt.” When 
Americans give their old clothes to a char- 
ity such as World Vision, the charity then 
gives the clothes away in Third World na- 
tions, putting the local industries out of 
business. Then the out-of-work residents 
can no longer afford to buy food or other 
necessities. The author explains: 


World Vision, for example, spends 
58 cents per shirt on shipping, ware- 
housing, and distributing them, ac- 
cording to data reported by the blog 
Aid Watch — well within the range 
of what a secondhand shirt costs in 
a developing country. Bringing in 
shirts from outside also hurts the 
local economy: Garth Frazer of the 
University of Toronto estimates that 
increased used-clothing imports ac- 
counted for about half of the decline 
in apparel industry employment in 
Africa between 1981 and 2000. Want 
to really help a Zambian? Give him a 
shirt made in Zambia. 


, 


The article makes clear that people seldom 
starve or are malnourished in Third World 
countries because of a lack of available 
food; they go hungry because they cannot 
afford to buy the food. 

Almost counter-intuitively, gifts of food 
also further impoverish the poor. When 
President Bill Clinton sent subsidized rice 
to Haiti, his actions wiped out thousands 
of local rice farmers who could no longer 
sell their produce (an action Clinton is said 
to have deemed one of his most grievous 
mistakes). 

On the other hand, if a country has a 
trade deficit because it is buying produc- 
tion equipment so that it can soon produce 
items and run trade surpluses, a trade defi- 
cit could actually be a good thing. Take 
Malaysia as an example: In 1995, it had a 
worrisome trade deficit equal to nine per- 
cent of its gross national product, mainly 
as a result of importing capital goods for 
start-up enterprises. Since 1998, it has re- 
corded consistent trade surpluses. 

But back to trade deficits not mattering: 
If that theory is true, it also must hold true 
that no amount of interference by govern- 
ment against businesses in a country is re- 
ally any problem at all — after all, under 
that theory, it is not a problem if a country 
is not producing much wealth to trade for 
the wealth of other countries. But again, 
this is obviously not true. In the end, too 
much interference leads to stifled busi- 
ness growth, leading to deficit spending 


Money matters: Fiat money — money unbacked by a valuable commodity such as gold — is the 
Achilles’ heel in the trade-deficits-are-good argument: When countries continually rely on debt to 
subsist, they hyperinflate their currencies. Russia’s currency has plummeted in value in recent months. 
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Good? If trade deficits are truly good, they should be good for all countries, all the time, but that’s 
obviously not true. When inexpensive goods, such as clothes, are sent to Third World countries, 
manufacturers in those countries can’t compete and the people become destitute. 


and currency destruction, as communist 
countries have repeatedly demonstrated 
over the years. Again, Russia is a good ex- 
ample. Not only did centralized planning 
under communism cause the country to do 
foolish things that impoverished it, such as 
selling goods abroad more inexpensively 
than the products could be manufactured, 
hence causing an outflow of wealth, its 
disastrous transition to an allegedly more 
free economy was a textbook case of gov- 
ernment interference in the economy. The 
February 2002 paper Macroeconomics in 
Russia released by the Graduate School 
of Business, University of Chicago lends 
some light to show how this happens: 


Imagine for a moment that the Fed- 
eral Reserve imposed the following 
policies in the United States: Every 
company must pay for all its inputs 
[raw materials, labor, and energy] be- 
fore they are shipped, and taxes must 
also be prepaid. But there is no trade 
credit, and banks do not make work- 
ing capital loans to purchase inputs. 
Checks take 90 days to clear, and 
companies cannot pay with cash to 
speed things up. 

Chaos would result. The fall in 
output would dwarf the Great De- 
pression. As symptoms, we would 
see desperate companies finding il- 
licit ways to make and receive cash 
payments and circumvent regula- 
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tions; we would see barter or “coun- 
tertrade” deals; regulations aside, 
companies would have to tolerate 
massive unpaid bills. 

This is roughly what happened in 
Russia during the summer of 1992. 


It is a rule that the more totalitarian a govern- 
ment becomes, the more it will interfere in 
business and the greater the likelihood that 
the economy will slow dramatically. China 
is an excellent study in economic freedoms. 
Under strict communism, although China 
had lots of natural resources, its economy 
was stagnant, with most of the populace 
commuting via bicycle or foot, until it al- 
lowed Western investment. At the same 
time that Communist China withered, Hong 
Kong and Taiwan flourished, although both 
are inhabited by Chinese and have few nat- 
ural resources. Venezuela’s economy also 
imploded because of centralized planning, 
as did Vietnam’s, Cambodia’s, Cuba’s, etc. 
— all totalitarian economies. 


Fits by Fiat 

The main problem with the Bastiat argu- 
ment is that it doesn’t do well at taking into 
consideration the medium of exchange 
— fiat currency, which is a currency not 
backed by a precious commodity, such 
as gold — or the actions of investors. If 
a country uses a fiat currency such as the 
American dollar, and it prints too much 
currency, people come to realize that the 
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currency isn’t worth the paper it’s printed 
on, and the currency loses its value. And 
hyperinflation is brought on or exacerbated 
by trade deficits because deficits provide a 
major signal to investors to exit a particular 
country. Investors are exiting Singapore in 
droves right now based on its trade deficits. 
Though typically Singapore exports ample 
palm oil and coal, in recent months it has 
had large trade deficits, causing investors 
to flee, leading to funding problems for 
businesses and government alike. 

Currency destruction has happened 
worldwide in the past, time and time again 
— even in the United States. At one time 
there was a saying in America, “not worth a 
Continental,” which was a derisive remind- 
er that the currency used during the Revo- 
lutionary War — the Continental — was 
overprinted and crashed, as did several cur- 
rencies in the early colonies. Crashes have 
happened since the earliest recorded fiat 
currency was printed. China experienced 
repeated currency crashes from about 1150 
A.D. to 1455 A.D., until China abandoned 
its paper money experiments and began 
using silver for currency. 

To demonstrate why this is, let’s take an 
extreme example: The U.S. government 
decides to make everyone rich and prints 
enough money to give each American $100 
million. In the case of America, the govern- 
ment doesn’t even need to print the money; 
it can merely make an electronic transac- 
tion, putting that much into every person’s 
bank account. The result, of course, is not 
rich Americans; it is very expensive prod- 
ucts in the marketplace. After the money 
transfer, people intuitively then know that 
the currency is not a good indicator of the 
country’s assets and overall capital, and 
businesses raise the price of their goods. 
People realize that government has made a 
money transfer, not a wealth transfer. 

For a real-life example, in Zimbabwe, 
after the government “redistributed” 
white-owned farms to blacks who didn’t 
know how to farm, farm production and 
exports dropped, exports that had previ- 
ously represented one-third of Zimbabwe’s 
foreign-exchange earnings. Mining and 
manufacturing also dramatically slowed. 
Without enough wealth-creating products 
to sell abroad, the government began print- 
ing money to pay the military and govern- 
ment workers. People began to realize that 
too much money was being created, and 
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It is a truism that if a country purchased all goods 


from abroad, a country’s currency would quickly 


devalue, providing a tie between trade deficits and 


Currency crashes. 


price inflation went up from seven percent 
per year in 1980 to 79.6 billion percent per 
month in 2008. Before the government quit 
printing currency (now all transactions are 
done in foreign currencies), a loaf of bread 
might sell for billions in the local currency. 
It is worth repeating that Zimbabwe didn’t 
actually incur a trade deficit until several 
years into its currency implosion, but its 
exports had declined considerably early 
on, meaning the government increasingly 
functioned by printing money. 

The Zimbabwean example indicates 
a strong link between trade deficits and 
currency crashes: If a country continu- 
ally falls well short of creating enough 
saleable goods to support government 
spending, and the government 
resorts to printing money to pay 
for spending, a currency crash is 
on the horizon — how far on the 
horizon depends on several fac- 
tors, including how wealthy the 
country was to begin with. 

The above example invali- 
dates two of the suppositions 
that must be true if the Bastiat 
argument is infallibly correct: 
Government interference with 
businesses did negatively affect 
exports, and lowered exports 
did lead to currency insolvency. 
Finally, because the currency 
became insolvent, the people of 
the country were hurt drastically; 
they didn’t benefit, as the theory 
suggests. As the New York Times 
quoted one Zimbabwean woman 
in 2008, “If you’re not fit, you 
will starve.” Nurses, janitors, 
garbage collectors, and others 
just quit showing up for work, 
devastating public health. 

Currency destruction is a mal- 
ady faced not just by Third World 
nations; Russia suffered from hy- 
perinflation in the 1990s. Money 
that had been enough to by a nice 
condo soon became only enough 
to buy a pair of boots. 
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A little analysis reveals why trade defi- 
cits and fiat currency don’t generally mix 
well. Let’s review: All wealth is created 
by taking advantage of things in the envi- 
ronment: farming, mining, drilling, fish- 
ing, ranching, logging, etc. Essentially a 
country gains wealth because it capitalizes 
on its natural resources, items available 
to it for free, so to speak — it still takes 
labor and capital, such as trucks, tractors, 
or oil rigs, to use the abundance to gen- 
erate wealth but it is there for the taking. 
Wealth can also be created by exploiting 
intellectual attributes. For instance, Apple 
exploits the minds of geniuses to create 
products that will help people work — or 
play — allowing Apple to demand lots of 


Money, not wealth: In Zimbabwe, where declining exports led to 
hyperinflation, it could cost billions of dollars for a loaf of bread, 
highlighting the fact that trade deficits can lead to hyperinflation. 
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money for what are really inexpensive col- 
lections of wire and plastic. Other jobs or 
services, such as those services provided 
by government, do not create wealth; they 
either transfer wealth from one entity to 
another (from workers at a paper manufac- 
turer to those at a latte stand) or they con- 
sume wealth (an Army division can burn 
600,000 gallons of fuel per day). 

Say that country “A” decides that it has 
enough wealth that no one in it ever need 
work again if they don’t want to do so and 
that it can just print enough cash to pay 
for all goods and services — provided by 
country “B.” Its experiment would start 
happily but end poorly. Country B would 
at first be likely to accept cash payments 
for goods and services from country A, for 
a while, because it could turn around and 
buy infrastructure and patents from coun- 
try A, using the currency gained in trade 
with country A. Country B could also use 
A’s money to buy goods and services it 
wanted from countries C through Z, be- 
cause those countries could 
also use the cash to buy things 
from country A. But after a 
while, country A’s strategy 
would fail because countries 
B through Z would find fewer 
and fewer companies or prod- 
ucts that they really want to 
obtain from country A, and 
they would demand larger 
payments for goods and ser- 
vices that they provide so that 
they could, in effect, buy the 
rest of the things from country 
A — things that those coun- 
tries really don’t desire but 
would take if they got them 
cheaply enough. Soon coun- 
try A would be bereft of jobs, 
factories, service industries, 
and other valuable posses- 
sions, and the people in it 
would be destitute and starv- 
ing. 

This extreme example also 
invalidates the Bastiat argu- 
ment in another way: The 
Bastiat argument assumes that 
when a country such as the 
United States has a trade defi- 
cit abroad, foreign entities will 
turn around and buy goods 
from that country or invest in 
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it. But if the foreigners essentially strip- 
mine wealth-producing businesses, leaving 
only government entities or personal ser- 
vice industries that don’t create wealth, the 
trade deficits hurt the country because it’s 
on its way to not producing enough wealth 
to pay to run the country, a /a Zimbabwe. 
Note that foreigners don’t need to take all 
of a country’s industry to cause hyperinfla- 
tion, they must only take enough so that 
the wealth produced in the country cannot 
possibly finance the government. 

Finally, the Bastiat argument is found 
wanting in the claim that if foreigners hold 
onto U.S. currency, the United States really 
experiences a windfall because the foreign- 
ers are giving it tangible, valuable goods 
for worthless little pieces of colored paper. 

Fiat currency is divorced from the laws 
of supply and demand. The value of the 
currency is really based on people’s beliefs 
about how much value it holds, and this 
leads to currency disruption. Remember 
how the U.S. government’s control over 
banks’ interest rates, in combination with 
the Community Reinvestment Act, which 
made banks give home loans to people 
who likely couldn’t pay them back, caused 
Americans’ perceptions of house values 
to be faulty and caused a housing bubble, 
which popped in 2008, leading to economic 
malaise in this country. Similarly, people’s 
perception of the value of a fiat currency 
can be manipulated for a time by govern- 
ment, but only for a matter of time. 

If we acknowledge that ill-advised print- 
ing of fiat currency can cause great eco- 
nomic distress in a country, we are in es- 
sence acknowledging that large, continual 
trade deficits, funded with fiat currency, 
can be bad as well. If it can be bad, we then 
only need to determine if it is, in fact, bad. 


America Is Not Immune 

America is not immune from the conse- 
quences of continual trade deficits funded 
by fiat currency. 

Since the U.S. dollar is the world’s re- 
serve fiat currency, peoples of the world ac- 
tually do hold and store our little pieces of 
currency — not immediately laying claim 
to U.S. products — so that they can buy 
something in the United States in the future. 
They do this because they view the U.S. 
dollar as more likely to keep its value than 
other currencies. But the fact that foreigners 
hold our money isn’t an unalloyed “good.” 
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Off to work: Deficits are sometimes praised because a study showed that during times of trade 
deficits in America, employment and manufacturing went up slightly. But during those same 
times, dual incomes became a virtual necessity, not a luxury, more than offsetting the benefits. 


Other countries, and foreigners in general, 
will hold these promissory notes only until 
the United States prints so many of them to 
pay its debts — debts that are caused to a 
large extent by trade deficits — that it be- 
comes evident to the peoples of the world 
that if they wait to redeem the bills any 
longer, the promissory notes will become 
worthless. The bills will then be redeemed 
en masse, and their true worthless value re- 
alized — and prices will skyrocket. 

In 2008, the United Nations estimated 
the total wealth of the United States, in- 
cluding human capital, to be $118 trillion, 
yet the country has unfunded future ob- 
ligations somewhere between $125 and 
$225 trillion dollars. /f the United States 
attempts to fund these obligations through 
selling debt or printing money, the coun- 
try’s future, and the future of everyone 
in it, will grow decidedly more bleak. 
This course has grown more likely by the 
Obama administration’s implementation 
of the Foreign Account Tax Compliance 
Act, which is causing foreigners to disin- 
vest in the U.S. corporations because they 
don’t want to give the U.S. government 
access to all their financial data. 

To put the situation of the United States 
in perspective, consider that in 2009, the 
Congressional Budget Office projected 
that by the year 2035, U.S. tax revenues 
will only be able to pay for Social Secu- 
rity, Medicare, Medicaid, and interest on 
the national debt. All other government 
spending — defense spending, outlays 
for federal prisons, federal employee pay- 


ments (and retirement payments), and 
every other type of federal spending — 
will have to be paid for through borrowing 
from abroad (that’s not going to happen) 
or printing currency. 

In the meantime, because foreigners 
often already use their U.S. currency to 
buy U.S. companies and mineral rights, 
and transfer those entities and minerals 
to their own countries, they cause Ameri- 
cans to become unemployed, lowering the 
standard of living in the United States and 
speeding the dissolution of the dollar. 

As well, when Chinese companies in- 
vest U.S. dollars in the United States by 
buying corporations or opening new busi- 
nesses, those companies — which are 
likely all controlled by the communist 
government in China — will take their di- 
rectives from the Communist Party and do 
their part to lobby and influence American 
politics and politicians to China’s benefit 
and Americans’ detriment — hardly a win- 
win situation. 

To explain how trade deficits guide a 
country’s path from riches to rags, one 
brief article about the crash of the Yugo- 
slav economy, a March 2014 article by 
Predrag Rajsic of Mises Canada entitled 
“The Economy of Tito’s Yugoslavia: De- 
laying the Inevitable Collapse,” is very 
effective. It traces the consequences of 
Yugoslavia’s trade deficits, explaining 
how they led to hyperinflation. It provides 
a good primer, and it even helps one de- 
termine if a country’s trade deficit is a bad 
thing or not. 
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As to whether a trade deficit is bad or 
not, it posits, in short, that if an economy 
— including its trade balance — relies on 
increasing amounts of external debt to sur- 
vive, its currency is doomed. The author 
recounts: 


If the trade balance is positive, the 
country exports more than it imports, 
and we say that there is a trade sur- 
plus, and if the balance is negative, 
the imports are higher than exports 
and the country runs a trade deficit. 
When the economy of a country 
is in a trade surplus, foreign cur- 
rency (which the importers use to 
buy those exports) accumulates in 
the exporting country. On the other 
hand, [say] there is an outflow of 
foreign currency (used to pay for 
the imports) from a country whose 
economy is in a trade deficit. Coun- 
tries that have [a] consistently nega- 
tive trade balance must borrow from 
foreign lenders to compensate for 
the lack of foreign currency. It’s not 
hard to see why this situation is un- 


sustainable in the long run, that is, it 
is sustainable only as long as foreign 
creditors want to lend money to the 
debtor country. 


The Mises rationale also allows room to 
make sense of why Daniel Griswold, men- 
tioned earlier, of the Cato Institute found 
that when the United States was running 
trade deficits between the years 1973 and 
1999, unemployment usually went down 
and GDP and manufacturing went up: 
Because the values of fiat currencies are 
not directly and immediately affected by 
the rules of supply and demand, a country 
can print and lend money and artificially 
stimulate segments of the economy for a 
while before the citizens notice the nega- 
tive effects of the funny money. But just 
because citizens don’t notice the effects in 
a dramatic way, such as happens when a 
currency implodes, that doesn’t mean that 
bad effects aren’t happening. During the 
time period of the Cato study, the cost of 
living in the United States — because the 
government printed additional money — 
was in the process of increasing so much 


that an average family could no longer 
live a middle-class life on the salary of 
just one wage earner; it became a coun- 
try where two wages in a household went 
from a luxury to a virtual necessity. That’s 
a heavy price to pay for small increases in 
employment and GDP. 

Trade deficits affect a country’s money 
creation (increasing it), which, in turn, af- 
fects citizens’ cost of living (making it more 
expensive). And if the trade deficits are 
continued over time, they lead to currency 
destruction. So trade deficits do matter and 
they can definitely hurt — even in America. 

The obvious solution to the problems 
caused by fiat currency and trade deficits 
is to get rid of fiat currency, but unfor- 
tunately, it’s not that simple. The U.S. 
government also needs to dramatically 
reduce spending (only spending money 
on activities that are actually constitu- 
tional would enable that end) and stop 
loading up businesses with unnecessary 
and costly regulations. 

It is likely that only then will America 
become a wealth-creating powerhouse 
with a stable currency. Ml 
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2 FREE TRADE Agenda Action Page! 


The STOP the FREE TRADE Agenda Action Page is filled with information that allows 
you to learn more, inform others, and take action! Join the fight to preserve our personal 


freedoms and national independence by stopping congressional approval of any new 


multilateral free trade agreements such as the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP) and the 


Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership (TTIP). 


Visit the Action page NOW! www.jbs.org/issues-pages/stop-the-free-trade-agenda 
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‘DEVELOPING’ CHILDHOOD, 
GOVERNMENT STYLE 
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In America’s schools, curricula are being nationalized to 
enrich corporations and empower governments — yet the 
changes are said to be for the good of the children. 


by Jack Kenny 


January 20, President Barack Obama 
presented quite a list of things that 
“middle-class economics require.” It 
included, among other requirements, a 
higher minimum wage, paid sick leave or 
maternity leave, free community college, 
“faster trains and the fastest internet,” 
trade promotion authority for the presi- 
dent, and a “renewed space program” to 
send Americans to Mars. And there was 
one item in particular that the president 
labeled a “must have.” 
“In today’s economy, when having both 
parents in the workforce is an economic 
necessity for many families,” the president 


I n his State of the Union address on 
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said, “we need affordable, high-quality 
child care more than ever. It’s not a nice- 
to-have — it’s a must-have.” He added: 


It’s time we stop treating childcare 
as a side issue, or a women’s issue, 
and treat it like the national economic 
priority that it is for all of us. 


Obama’s latest child care proposals are but 
the latest development in a longstanding 
trend toward making child development 
less of a parental and more of a govern- 
ment responsibility. 

Two days after his State of the Union 
address, the president announced a new 
$80 billion child care proposal as he cam- 
paigned for his economic agenda in the red 
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Pledging allegiance to the flag “and to the 
republic for which it stands” is still a common 
Class activity, but the philosophy of socialist John 
Dewey has more influence on modern education 
than the beliefs of the Founding Fathers. 


states of Kansas and Idaho. “Republican 
families feel it just as much as Democratic 
families,” Obama said. “There’s no dis- 
tinction. I don’t want any family to face 
the choice between not working or leav- 
ing their children in unsafe or poor-quality 
child care.” 

Yet many families, including those of 
modest means, do make the choice of 
having one parent — usually the moth- 
er — stay home to take care of young 
children while the other works outside 
the home, managing to get by on one 
paycheck, rather than two. But Obama’s 
taxing and spending schemes make get- 
ting the “stay-at-home mom” out of the 
house and into the workplace a “national 
economic priority.” He has proposed, for 
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“No” to staying at home: President Obama in his State of the Union address proposed tax breaks 
and other benefits for families where both parents work, but not for “stay-at-home moms.” 


example, a “second-earner tax credit” of 
up to $500, based on the earnings of the 
spouse with the lower income. He has 
also called on Congress to expand the 
Child and Dependent Care Tax Credit 
to help a parent pay for child care while 
working or looking for work. 

One problem, among many, with these 
proposals is that they perpetuate a policy 
bias in favor of encouraging women to 
forsake the opportunity to be at home 
with their small children in exchange for 
a family’s second paycheck. For many, if 
not most, families, a second wage-earner 
may be an economic necessity in an econ- 
omy where wages don’t keep pace with 
inflation and real income for most Ameri- 
cans has been declining for decades. But 
for those families that choose to forgo a 
second income so that a parent can raise 
the children, Obama’s tax credits are not 
for them. As New York Times columnist 
Ross Douthat put it, “You want pro-fam- 
ily tax reform? Sure, so long as the tax 


credit only pays for daycare and excludes 
families with a stay-at-home parent.” 

The feminist movement in the 1960s 
and ’70s encouraged a disparaging view of 
the American “housewife,” as women en- 
tered the labor market in force. The federal 
government encouraged the movement 
with affirmative action hiring “guide- 
lines” (none dare call them quotas), not 
only out of concern for equal opportunity, 
but also because an expanding labor pool 
was considered good for business, while 
at the same time providing more workers 
to support Washington’s ever-expanding, 
ever more costly welfare/warfare state. 
But the trend has drawbacks as well as 
advantages, both for the working families 
and for the social order. As Tim Carney 
wrote in the Washington Examiner: 


Working parents acquire new job 
skills and keep their existing skills 
fresh. That definitely has value for 
the family and even the broader 


economy. Stay-at-home moms have 
the opportunity to provide their kids 
with more positive attention than 
they can get in most daycare situa- 
tions. This has positive effects on 
children.... How should we weigh 
these pros and cons of dual-income 
families versus single-income fami- 
lies with one spouse staying home? 
Here’s the great thing about Ameri- 
ca: We don’t have to decide which is 
better for everyone — we just have 
to decide for our own families. The 
tax code should be neutral on this 
choice. Obama wants the tax code to 
take sides, tilting the scales towards 
working over staying at home. This is 
social engineering by Obama. 


Ch 1.as “Human Capital” 

Shortly after the president began his sec- 
ond term in 2013, the Center for Ameri- 
can Progress, a “progressive” think tank 
working closely with the White House 
in the formulation of policy, published 
a plan for “investing significant federal 
dollars” to “expand educational opportu- 
nities and care for children ages 0-5 years 
old.” That would help millions of moth- 
ers and fathers “balance the demands 
of work and family,” the CAP proposal 
said. “Second, investing in young chil- 
dren will also help strengthen America’s 
human capital.” 

The language might seem strange to 
anyone used to valuing children as some- 
thing other than future returns on capital 
investment. But then the president himself 
called child care a “national economic pri- 
ority.” In his 2013 State of the Union ad- 
dress, he spoke of “working with states to 
make high-quality preschool available to 
every single child in America.” Describ- 
ing initiatives to help entrepreneurs cre- 
ate new jobs, Obama added: “But none 
of it will matter unless we also equip our 
citizens with the skills and training to fill 
those jobs. And that has to begin at the ear- 
liest possible age.” 

A New York Times editorial of a year 
ago hailed Mayor Bill de Blasio’s plan for 
universal pre-school for the city of New 
York, while stressing the need to “tightly 
integrate the program with kindergarten 
through third grade so that 4-year-olds 
do not lose their momentum. It will have 
to prepare children well for the rigorous 
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Common Core learning standards that 
promise to bring their math, science and 
literacy skills up to international norms.” 

Four-year-olds should be prepared for 
Common Core standards? “It doesn’t bode 
well,” wrote Alfie Kohn in the Washington 
Post, “that many supporters of universal 
pre-K seem to be more concerned about 
economic imperatives than about what’s 
good for kids.” Panning the “top-down, 
test-driven regimen of Bush’s ‘No Child 
Left Behind’ and Obama’s ‘Race to the 
Top,’” Kohn added: “That same version 
of school reform, driven by an emphasis 
on global competitiveness and a determi- 
nation to teach future workers as much as 
possible as soon as possible, would now 
be expanded to children who are barely 
out of diapers.” 


Opening the Flood Gates 
Common Core has been backed 
all along by some of the world’s 
largest and most powerful cor- 
porations and business associa- 
tions, including IBM, Boeing, 
Verizon, BAE Systems, the U.S. 
Chamber of Commerce, the Na- 
tional Association of Manufac- 
turers, and, of course, Microsoft 
Corporation. Microsoft founder 
Bill Gates has spent at least $200 
million through the Bill and Me- 
linda Gates Foundation in a cam- 
paign to convince states to adopt 
the Common Core standards. 

“Money flowed to policy 
groups on the right and left,” the 
Washington Post reported. “Lib- 
erals at the Center for American 
Progress and conservatives affil- 
iated with the American Legisla- 
tive Exchange Council who rou- 
tinely disagree on nearly every 
issue accepted Gates money and 
found common ground on the 
Common Core.” The most im- 
portant grant was the $2.1 mil- 
lion that went to the National 
Governors Association, whose 
early adoption of Common Core 
provided a thin cover for a drive 
toward federal government con- 
trol of a nationalized school cur- 
riculum. After all, proponents 
argue, the standards came from 
the governors. 
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“You had dozens of states adopting 
before the standards even existed, with 
little or no discussion, coverage or con- 
troversy,” Frederick Hess of the American 
Enterprise Institute told the Post. “People 
weren’t paying attention. We were in the 
middle of an economic meltdown and the 
health-care fight, and states saw a chance 
to have a crack at a couple of million 
bucks if they made some promises.” 

Addressing the National Council of 
State Legislators in 2009, Gates spoke 
of Common Core’s “clear and rigorous 
standards that will match the best in the 
world.” Noting that $350 million of “eco- 
nomic stimulus” funds would be used to 
create new tests to determine if students 
are meeting the Common Core standards, 
Gates said: 


though working moms face the added stress of balancing the 
demands of the workplace with child care and household chores. 


When the tests are aligned to com- 
mon standards, the curriculum will 
line up as well. And that will unleash 
a powerful market of people provid- 
ing services for better teaching. For 
the first time, there’ll be a large uni- 
form base of customers looking at 
using products that will help every 
kid learn and every teacher get bet- 
ter. Imagine having people who cre- 
ate great online video games apply- 
ing their intelligence to online tools 
that will pull kids in and make alge- 
bra and other subjects fun. 


Creating “a large uniform base of cus- 
tomers” for software manufacturers and 
producers of academic tests would, of 
course, stimulate the economy of the 
education sector, while add- 
ing to the burden of debt being 
piled on the backs of American 
taxpayers. Add to that the cost 
of hiring more teachers and 
staff and providing all the re- 
sources needed for “universal 
pre-school” education, and the 
amount of additional money 
flowing into and through the 
education bureaucracy will be 
considerable. 

In his 2010 book, Weap- 
ons of Mass Instruction, John 
Taylor Gatto, who was named 
both New York City and New 
York State teacher of the year, 
wrote: “It should be no secret 
to you that institutional school- 
ing, with all its outriggers, is 
the principal employer in the 
United States. And such a for- 
midable granter of contracts 
that even the Defense Depart- 
ment (a similar jobs project) 
can’t keep up.” 


The Revolution Rolls On 

In considering proposals for 
child care and early childhood 
education, it is worth recalling 
the revolution in K-12 public 
education that was carried out 
in the early part of the 20th cen- 
tury. At the heart of it was John 
Dewey, the prolific author and 
pragmatist philosopher who is 
often called the “father of mod- 
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ern education.” Dewey’s influ- 
ence in today’s classrooms can 
hardly be overstated. 

“Although the ideas of 
Thomas Jefferson, George 
Washington, Dr. Benjamin 
Rush, and others of the found- 
ing generation still enjoy mod- 
erate influence here and there in 
American schools and universi- 
ties,” wrote Henry T. Edmond- 
son III in John Dewey and the 
Decline of American Educa- 
tion, “the prestige of Dewey’s 
thought has long superseded 
that of the founders.” 

Alas, Dewey’s thought ap- 
pears to owe more to the 
French Revolution than to the 
founding of the American Re- 
public. “The idea of democ- 
racy,” he wrote, “the ideas of 
liberty, equality and fraternity, 
represent a society in which the 
distinction between the spiritu- 
al and the secular has ceased... 
The divine and the human or- 
ganization of society are one.” 
There is, then, no higher authority, indeed 
no authority at all that can compete with 
the demands of secular society. Dewey’s 
concept of democracy amounts to a dei- 
fication of the state. 

A socialist and a signer of the “Human- 
ist Manifesto,” Dewey believed religion 
stood in the way of intellectual and so- 
cial progress. He praised fellow social- 
ist Edward Bellamy for his “religious 
faith in the democratic ideal.” He argued 
that belief in objective truth and norms 
of good and evil present obstacles to 
students’ intellectual and moral growth. 
Dewey exalted the “Platonic ideal,” 
which “does, indeed, hold that the indi- 
vidual can become what, in idea, he is, 
only as a member of a spiritual organism, 
called by Plato the state, and, in losing 
his own individual will, acquiring that of 
this larger reality. But this is not the loss 
of selfhood or personality, it is realiza- 
tion. The individual is not sacrificed; he 
is brought to reality in the state.” 

As long as your reality is defined, or 
“realized,” in the “spiritual organism,” 
you have nothing to fear but the omnipo- 
tent state. Edmondson suggests Dewey 
often used his educational theories as a 
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cover for his political goals. “To pursue 
change through politics is frustratingly 
slow,” wrote Edmondson; “using educa- 
tion to change the world is far more ef- 
ficient.” And, of course, the earlier in a 
childhood the educators can begin prepar- 
ing students for their “realization” in the 
state, the more lasting the effect will be. 
Dewey was especially interested in the 
period of a child’s life between the ages 
four and eight or nine, “the plastic period 
in sense and emotional life.” 

He was hardly alone in that regard. 
Professor Arthur Calhoun’s Social His- 
tory of the Family, published in 1919, 
noted that the nurture and training of 
children were passing increasingly “into 
the custody of a community of experts.” 
Indeed, the “whole game of rearing 
the young was being taken over by the 
experts,” William Kirkpatrick of the 
Rockefeller-sponsored Columbia Teach- 
ers College would later write. Ross L. 
Finney, in A Sociological Philosophy of 
Education, made no small boast about 
the power the “experts” were wielding 
through the teaching profession. Wrote 
Finney: “It is the business of teachers to 
run not merely schools but the world.” 


Replacing God with the state: 
Philosopher John Dewey, 
dubbed “the father of modern 
education,” envisioned a 
society in which “the distinction 
between the spiritual and the 
secular has ceased” — at the 
expense of the spiritual. 


Developed by UNESCO 

The United Nations Edu- 
cational, Scientific and 
Cultural Organization 
(UNESCO) has been a key 
player in the making of 
education policy since at 
least 1947, when President 
Truman’s Commission on 
Higher Education issued a 
report containing the fol- 
lowing recommendations: 


The role which educa- 
tion will play officially 
must be conditioned 
essentially by policies 
established by the State 
Department in this 
country, and by minis- 
tries of foreign affairs in 
other countries. Higher 
education must play 
a very important role 
in carrying out in this 
country the program de- 
veloped by UNESCO... 
The United States Of- 
fice of Education must be prepared 
to work with the State Department 
and with UNESCO. 


Higher education is, among other things, 
the venue where future teachers are 
trained and many of the textbooks for 
schoolchildren are written. The role of 
the United Nations, as described in an 
early UNESCO study called Towards 
World Understanding, is to promote the 
education of children in “those qualities 
of citizenship which is the foundation 
upon which international government 
must be based if it is to succeed.” The 
same study, in a chapter called “In the 
Classroom With Children Under Thirteen 
Years of Age,” said: “Before the child 
enters school his mind has already been 
profoundly marked, and often injuriously 
by earlier influences ... first gained, how- 
ever dimly, in the home.” The job of the 
school, then, is to correct and overcome 
those “injurious” influences of home and 
family life — and the sooner the better: 


The kindergarten or infant school 


has a significant part to play in the 
child’s education. Not only can it 
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correct many of the errors of home 
training but it can also prepare the 
child for membership, at about age 
seven, in a group of his own age 
and habits — the first of many such 
social identifications that he must 
achieve on his way to membership 
in a world society. 


A “world society” is, of course, a euphe- 
mism for the one-world socialist govern- 
ment that has been a goal of the United 
Nations from its beginning. 


Comprehensive 

Childhood Development 

In 1971, Senators Walter Mondale (D- 
Minn.) and Jacob Javits (R-N.Y.) co- 
sponsored The Comprehensive Child- 
hood Development Act to provide grants 
to local governments, community groups, 
and Indian tribes to establish child care 
centers. The initial funding would be $2 
billion. The bill passed but was vetoed by 
President Nixon. The veto message, writ- 
ten in large part by presidential aide Pat 
Buchanan, not only called the measure 
fiscally irresponsible, but argued that 


Desiring good little worker drones: The UNESCO World Conference on Education for Sustainable 


For the Federal Government to 
plunge headlong financially into 
supporting child development would 
commit the vast moral authority of 
the National Government to the side 
of communal approaches to child 
rearing over against the family-cen- 
tered approach. 


Yet Nixon, as was often the case, was 
standing firmly on both sides of the con- 
troversy, making note in the same veto 
message of his own welfare reform pro- 
posal of “$750 million annually in day 
care funds for welfare recipients and the 
working poor, including $50 million for 
construction of facilities.” Nixon also 
praised the Great Society’s Head Start 
program for continuing to 


provide valuable day care and early 
education services, and an important 
experimentation and demonstration 
function which identifies and paves 
the way for wider application of 
successful techniques. And the Of- 
fice of Child Development, which I 
established within the Department 


Development was held last November in Nagoya, Japan. The United Nations organization promotes 
education as a means of preparing children for “membership in a world society.” 
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of Health, Education and Welfare 
in 1969, provides overall leadership 
for these and many other activities 
focused on the first five years of life. 


Yet a study released in 2012 by the Depart- 
ment of Health and Human Services (suc- 
cessor to the Department of Health, Edu- 
cation and Welfare, or HEW) found that 
the educational advantages to four-year- 
olds who entered the Head Start program 
had dissipated by the end of third grade. 

And the Nixon administration merely 
moved the Office of Child Development 
from the Office of Economic Opportunity 
to HEW. 


The Souls of the Children 

How has America come to accept the no- 
tion that supervising “childhood develop- 
ment” is a federal responsibility? The phi- 
losophers and gurus of “modern education” 
have apparently succeeded in convincing 
successive generations of Americans that 
every aspect of life needs to be under the 
supervision and guidance of some office, 
bureau, or department of our mammoth, 
$4-trillion-a-year federal government. And 
Obama promises to increase spending and 
borrowing even more, while “investing” 
in children to help middle-class families 
already so heavily burdened by taxation 
and inflation that many are working two or 
three jobs just to meet expenses. 

But the economic struggle is only part, 
and not the most important part, of the 
battle facing the nation’s parents and tax- 
payers who see their influence on their 
own children’s development being steadi- 
ly diminished by the “experts” in educa- 
tion. “The class-war of the future,” British 
socialist George Bernard Shaw predicted 
long ago, “will be a war of intellectual 
classes and the conquest will be the souls 
of the children.” 

Parents should consider the conse- 
quences of committing youngsters in 
what John Dewey called “the plastic pe- 
riod” of their young lives to educational 
institutions more influenced by the “pro- 
gressive” theories of Dewey than by the 
Founders of a republic of free men and 
women. The education of a free people is 
not one in which the character, the will, 
indeed the very souls of children are 
shaped by the “spiritual organism” called 
the state. Hi 
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BOOK REVIEW 


POSITIONS CONSERVATIVES Shouldn’t Take 


A libertarian not only defends against socialist criticisms of libertarian economics, 
pointing out socialist fallacies, he singles out big-government “conservative” beliefs. 


FOREWORD BY ROw Pann 


REAL 
DISSENT 


A LIBERTARIAN 
SETS FIRE TO THE INDEX CARD 
OF ALLOWABLE OPINION 


THOMAS E. WOODS JR. 


by Joe Wolverton, J.D. 


Real Dissent, by Thomas E. Woods, Jr., 
self-published, 2014, 336 pages, paper- 
back. 


homas Woods’ new book will do 

for acceptable, partisan opinion 

what The Jungle did for the meat- 
packing industry. 

Many of the sacred cows of air-quote 
conservatism are slaughtered in the 336 
pages of Real Dissent. Among the car- 
casses readers will find “the cult of Ronald 
Reagan,” “militant and Jacobin universal- 
ism,” the Cold War, then the never-ending 
neoconservative search for new wars, 
crony capitalism, the nullification deniers, 
and on and on. 

In Real Dissent, his 14th and possibly 
most provocative book, Woods “sets fire 
to the index card of allowable opinion” by 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


pointing a libertarian flamethrower at the 
typical neoconservative talking points. 

Exposing war as a reliable tool of em- 
pire builders occupies the first part of the 
book. 

Woods opens with a recounting of how 
he, like so many conservatives today, was 
once “fooled by the war makers” into 
thinking and acting like a “full-blown 
neoconservative” and screaming with full- 
throated fury at the enemies of America. 
“T never gave the human cost of war a sec- 
ond thought and became impatient with 
anyone who did,” Woods writes. “War 
was like a video game I could enjoy from 
the comfort of my home. Devastation and 
human suffering were quite beside the 
point: the righteous U.S. government was 
dispensing justice to the wicked, and that 
was that.” 

In time, however, Woods came to the 
soul-shattering realization that not every 
bomb was blessed and not every enemy 
was evil. 

Woods explains that his disillusion with 
the war party began when he read Mur- 
ray Rothbard’s philosophical treatise, War, 
Peace, and the State. Woods summarizes 
Rothbard’s thesis thus: 


Rothbard famously observed that 
one could uncover the libertarian 
position on X by imagining a gang 
of thugs carrying out the state action 
in question. If thugs can’t just grab 
your money, for instance, neither can 
a well-dressed group of thugs calling 
itself “the state.” 

“War, Peace, and the State” takes 
the analysis and applies it to war. 
If you steal my television, I can 
take it back from you. But I may 
not walk down the street firing a 
gun every which way and harming 
third parties in order to make you 
surrender my television. Likewise, 
even assuming a war-making state 
to be absolutely in the right, it has 
no greater entitlement to harm third 


parties in pursuit of its ends than a 
private individual does. 


Undoubtedly, there are many Republi- 
can readers who will reject this libertar- 
ian analysis of foreign policy, preferring 
instead to bomb “others” into appre- 
ciating — like it or not — American 
exceptionalism. 

In Part II, Woods distinguishes between 
capitalism and anti-capitalism and the de- 
struction caused by confusing or conflat- 
ing the two. 

Relating a Twitter exchange with a 
progressive who accused the Ludwig von 
Mises Institute (where Woods is a senior 
fellow and frequent lecturer) of “indoctri- 
nating” high-school students, Woods sets 
the record straight regarding the relation- 
ship between capitalism and the fiscal 
health of a society. 

“The wealth (and employment oppor- 
tunities) that the market economy cre- 
ates makes possible the sheer survival of 
countless millions of the world’s weakest 
and most vulnerable people, for whom the 
necessities of life would not previously 
have existed in sufficient abundance to 
keep them alive,” Woods explains. 

So much for the compassion of socialism. 

Responding to the progressive accusa- 
tion that in the market economy “all that 
remains is the sheer arbitrary power of one 
will against another,” Woods counters: 


This is supposed to be a description 
of the market economy. It is instead 
a description of government. How 
else do we describe the exercise of 
force by a privileged class against 
peaceful individuals, in order that 
the peaceful individuals be expro- 
priated and ordered about by that 
privileged class? 

No one forces you to buy a 
Twinkie. But governments do force 
you to fight in their wars and pay for 
their bailouts. Some people might 
consider that “sheer arbitrary power.” 
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Chapter 14 is like a bonfire you can’t take 
your eyes off of. The longer you watch, the 
more you are mesmerized by the flames. 
In the case of Chapter 14, the flames are 
fueled by easy answers to “hard” ques- 
tions posed by the socialists at Salon, the 
liberal online news website. 

One of the sparks thrown by that sec- 
tion of the book will serve as sufficient 
example of the rest of the conflagration. 


For some reason, the finger-waggers 
at Salon think they’ ve got us stumped 
with this one: “If your approach is so 
great, why hasn’t any country in the 
world ever tried it?” 

Let’s reword the question slight- 
ly, in order to draw out the answer. 
You’ll note that when stated correct- 
ly, the question contains an implicit 
non sequitur. 

“Tf your approach is so great, why 
doesn’t local law enforcement want 
to give up the money, supplies, and 
authority that come from the drug 
war?” 

“Tf your approach is so great, why 
don’t big financial firms prefer to 
stand or fall on their merits, and pre- 
fer bailouts instead?” 


Et cetera, et cetera. 

Not surprisingly, Woods devotes a sig- 
nificant amount of ink first defining then 
defending nullification. 

Woods is arguably (inarguably to many) 
the leading authority on the topic of nul- 
lification — the power states may exercise 
to declare unconstitutional federal laws 
and edicts null and void — and when one 
reads his simply elegant encomium on the 
concept, it’s easy to respect the reputation. 

Consider this sample: 


What makes nullification so fun is 
(1) that opponents of the idea almost 
invariably know none of the relevant 
history, so they find themselves re- 
duced to stomping their feet and 
shouting, or trying to win arguments 
by low-IQ smears; and (2) the sheer 
horror of the political and media 
classes when confronted by people 
who refuse to be force-fed the two 
feckless alternatives that Slate and 
the rest of the establishment want 
them to choose from. 
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The “feckless alternatives,” in 
this case, are absolute state 
submission to federal author- 
ity or relying on the courts to 
reduce the power of the fed- 
eral government. As readers 
of THE NEW AMERICAN are 
aware, there are many mouth- 
pieces within the camp of the 
loyal opposition that wear the 
cloak of conservative, but use 
the vocabulary of the estab- 
lishment and who consider 
nullification something that 
was settled by the Civil War 
and should be tossed onto the 
scrap heap of history. After all, 
the establishment — Left and 
Right — claim that the Civil 
War settled the supremacy a 
question and forever elimi- 
nated the options of nullification and se- 
cession. 

But Woods has an answer for the Civil 
War gambit, as well, and the libertarian 
deniers take it on the chin along with the 
conservatives: 


Did the southern secession have 
something to do with slavery? Ob- 
viously. I see no reason not to take 
the secessionists at their word, and 
we are being dishonest if we do 
not acknowledge the references to 
slavery in the secession documents. 
But the war? The war was fought to 
prevent the secession, not to free the 
slaves. People who took up arms in 
the South did so because they were 
being invaded. 


And: 


Readers at Rachel Maddow’s level 
will take what I am saying as a de- 
fense of the Confederacy. I don’t de- 
fend any government, as anyone who 
glances at my work for five minutes 
can see, so it would be rather odd for 
the Confederacy to be the one gov- 
ernment in human history for which 
I make an exception. What I am say- 
ing is that life is nearly always more 
interesting than a Washington policy 
wonk thinks — and thank goodness 
for that! It is not right, and ludicrous- 
ly at odds with the libertarian spirit, 


Thomas E. 
Woods, Jr. 


to conflate governments with the in- 
dividuals who must live under it. 


And that declaration, more than any other, 
represents the role Thomas Woods plays 
in the political discussions of our day. He 
is an historian whose academic bona fides 
cannot be dismissed (Harvard undergrad, 
Columbia for his Ph.D.). 

In fairness, though, there are lots of 
commentators with the words “Harvard” 
and “cum laude” on their diplomas, so 
scholastic success alone is insufficient to 
inspire trust. 

What sets Woods apart is his iconoclas- 
tic independence and his fearlessness in 
the face of permitted political points of 
view to publish and proclaim his opposi- 
tion to the excesses of government. 

The bottom line, the takeaway from 
Real Dissent is that the content is true to 
the title and that it is not for the faint of 
heart or for the proper patriots who feel a 
lump of civic pride in their throats when- 
ever agents of the U.S. government light 
up a village or a park or a wedding with 
a Hellfire missile fired from a Predator 
drone. 

Appropriately, we’ ll leave the last word 
on Real Dissent to libertarian icon and 
former presidential candidate Ron Paul: 
“This book you hold in your hands is great 
fun to read, but also filled with useful de- 
bating points that will come in handy as 
you make the case for the free society with 
friends and family.” 
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Hard-walking Man 


When news spread of a Detroit man’s ar- 
duous journey to get to and from work, 
kind-hearted strangers scrambled together 
to launch and execute an online campaign 
to buy him a car. In just one day, that cam- 
paign managed to raise $60,000. 

Yahoo News reported, “Since buses 
don’t cover the entire 23-mile route, 
56-year-old James Robertson spends 
nearly all of his free time during the week 
commuting to his $10.55 an hour factory 
job in Rochester Hills.” 

The Detroit Free Press placed Robert- 
son’s story on the front page on Sunday, 
February |. The story explained that he 
leaves his home at 8 a.m. to catch a bus that 
takes him to Troy, Michigan, where he gets 
off and begins a seven-mile walk to Schain 
Mold & Engineering. Robertson’s shift is 
from 2 p.m. to 10 p.m., and despite the cum- 
bersome commute, Robertson’s boss states 
that he has a perfect attendance record. 

“TI set our attendance standard by this 
man,” Todd Wilson, plant manager at 
Schain Mold & Engineering, told the 
paper. “I say, if this man can get here, 
walking all those miles through snow and 
rain, well I’ll tell you, I have people in 
Pontiac 10 minutes away and they say they 
can’t get here — bull!” 

Robertson’s trip home is even worse, 
however. After his seven-mile walk back 
to Troy, he catches the very last bus of the 
day, just before | a.m., and takes it to its 
furthest stop, which leaves him with five 
miles to walk home, through a particularly 
dangerous section of town. 

Astoundingly, Robertson has been tak- 
ing this very same four-hour commute to 
his plant since his car died in 2005. Robert- 
son states he simply has not had a chance 
to save up enough money to replace it. 

Robertson’s story was particularly 
touching because he seemed to make 
the most of what many would consider 
cause to leave the plant. He explained that 
in order to get through his commute, he 
drank gallons of caffeinated soda and kept 
a steady tune in his head. 

As if Robertson’s story is not inspiring 
enough, when news spread of Robertson’s 
long commute to and from work, good 
people took action. 
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Nineteen-year-old Evan Leedy set up a 
GoFundMe account with the intention of 
raising $5,000 for Robertson so that he could 
purchase a reliable vehicle that could get 
him to work. Within one hour, $2,000 was 
raised, and within 24 hours, the campaign 
raised $62,444 from nearly 2,000 donors. 

What’s more, a local car dealership has 
offered to give Robertson a free car. 


A Humble Man 


The people of Vermont lost a great man 
when Ronald Read died last June. Months 
after his death, various local institutions 
learned that Read quietly amassed millions 
of dollars, all of which he had been saving 
to donate after his death. 

Fox News reported, “Read did not give 
any indication that he had a fortune this 
large.” He served as a janitor and a gas 
station attendant, frequently wore simple 
flannel shirts and baseball caps, and was 
even known to wear coats that were held 
together by safety pins. 

In January, however, checks arrived at a 
local library and hospital, totaling $6 mil- 
lion. According to Fox News, the $4.8 mil- 
lion to the Brattleboro Memorial Hospital 
and $1.2 million to the Brooks Memorial 
Library are the largest donations both in- 
stitutions ever received. 

“Being a self-made man with his in- 
vestments, he recognised the transforma- 
tive nature of a library, what it can do for 
people,” the library’s executive director 
Jerry Carbone said. 

“People were stunned that he had that 
much money,” a Dummerston resident 
told the Brattleboro Reformer. “I bought 
some old fence wiring from him once be- 
cause I thought he could use the money.” 

Even his stepchildren were unaware of 
his fortune. His stepson Phillip Brown told 
USA Today, “He was a hard worker, but I 
don’t think anybody had an idea that he 
was a multimillionaire.” 

Read had reportedly made investments 
that “grew substantially,” his lawyer Lau- 
rie Rowell told the Associated Press. 

“He was unbelievably frugal,” Row- 
ell said. When Read visited her office, 
“sometimes he parked so far away so he 
wouldn’t have to pay the meter.” 
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Read’s story of humility and discipline 
seems to date back to his early years. Fox 
News reported that he was the first in his 
family to graduate from high school, to 
which he walked and hitchhiked four 
miles. He served in the military dur- 
ing World War II, and upon his return, 
worked for 25 years at a local gas station, 
followed by 17 years as a janitor at the 
local J.C. Penney. 

Read’s wife died in 1970, just 10 years 
after they were married. 


Blessings Beget Blessings 


Fifteen-year-old Trenten West walked into 
a local Ford dealership with his parents to 
purchase a vehicle. The car was not for 
Trenten, however. The family planned to 
give the car away after soliciting nomina- 
tions to find someone who truly needed a 
car. Their criteria was someone “who has 
served and sacrificed for us.” 

KOIN6 reported that the West family 
traces their roots back to Romania, from 
where Trenten’s grandfather escaped in 
the 1970s to provide a better life for his 
family. The West family speaks openly 
about hard work, ethics, and dedication, 
as well as their faith. 

The family knew that they wanted to 
give generously to show their gratitude 
for their blessings. 

Over 100 nominations were received, 
but the West family selected the nomina- 
tion sent in by Army veteran Tyler Auble, 
who wrote about his wife Lacey. Lacey 
served as a combat medic from 1999 to 
2005, and has since been raising four chil- 
dren. According to Tyler’s letter, Lacey 
“spends extra hours working overtime 
caring for other veterans.” 

For the West family, Lacey’s dedica- 
tion to veterans was cause to award her 
the vehicle. 

On February 16, just before handing 
the car keys to Lacey Auble, Trenton ex- 
plained the family’s selection. “The fact 
that (Lacey Auble) still, after returning 
home, is actively involved with the aid of 
other returning America soldiers, working 
for the VA, is such a moving and inspira- 
tional story.” 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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The Assassination Plot 


Conspiracy History, 


As Americans face the 150th anniversary of the 
Lincoln assassination conspiracy, it serves as a 
reminder that conspiracies have always existed 


and had a significant impact upon history. 


by Thomas R. Eddlem 


wo would-be assassins stopped 
just outside the Washington, D.C., 
home at about 10:00 in the evening 
with a detailed plan. David Herold would 
hold the horses outside, out of view, while 
Lewis Powell went inside to do the dirty 
work. Lewis Powell — working under 
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Not the only target: Abraham 
Lincoln was targeted by an 
assassin’s bullet on April 14, 
1865, but the conspiracy also 
targeted his vice president and 
top cabinet officials as well. 


the alias Lewis Payne — was the arch- 
conspirator’s best soldier. Only 21 years 
old, Powell was already hardened, having 
had four years of battle experience. He had 
fought at Fredericksburg and was wound- 
ed and captured at Gettysburg. After es- 
caping from a Union prison camp, he had 
fought with Mosby’s Rangers in Virginia’s 
Shenandoah Valley. 
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In his summation at Powell’s later trial 
for his crimes, John Bingham — the radical 
Republican congressman who would even- 
tually draft the 14th Amendment — labeled 
Powell “a very demon in human form.” 

Powell knocked on the door, and 
it was answered by William H. Bell, a 
black waiter. Powell told Bell that he had 
medicine for the convalescing William 
Seward, the U.S. secretary of state, who 
had broken both his jaw and his arm and 
suffered whiplash in a carriage accident 
just days before. 

Bell instinctively opened the door and 
allowed Powell entry while at the same 
time informing Powell he couldn’t go up 
the stairs to see Seward. “I must see him,” 
Powell firmly insisted. The defiance of a 
white man’s orders in 1865 Washington, 
D.C. — where slavery had only recently 
been abolished by Congress in the city — 
generally meant that a black man risked a 
beating. But the freeman held his ground, 
repeatedly declaring, “You cannot see 
him” and offering to take the medicine 
with instructions to Seward. 

“That will not do,” Powell finally re- 
sponded, pushing Bell aside and strid- 
ing up the stairs to where Seward’s son 
Frederick W. Seward was sleeping in a 
chair on the landing outside the bedroom. 
Again, Powell reverted to his lie that he 
had medicine for Powell from the doctor, 
and that he must administer it. Frederick 
gave the same response as had Bell: He 
would take the medicine and adminis- 
ter it to the elder Seward with Powell’s 
instructions. And Powell continued to 
firmly insist that he must see Seward and 
administer the medicine. Frederick in- 
formed Powell at the end of a five-min- 
ute impasse that he would not see Seward 
under any condition, so Powell ended the 
conversation by pulling out his revolver. 


33 


HIS TLORY—pasrar 


ey. 


= — a 


The revolver misfired, and Powell quick- 
ly turned the handle around and began beat- 
ing Frederick over the head with the butt of 
the handgun until the weapon broke apart. 
Bell, who had followed Powell up the stairs 
and heard the conversation, ran down the 
stairs and out the front door screaming 
“murder!” Frederick had been knocked 
unconscious, with a fractured skull, and 
wouldn’t wake up for two months. 

Powell next threw down the remains 
of the revolver and charged into the bed- 
room where the elder Seward was lying 
in a bed with a metal jaw brace wrapped 
around his head and neck. Standing be- 
side the elder Seward was his nurse and 
bodyguard, Sergeant George F. Robinson, 
and a State Department telegram messen- 
ger, Emerick Hansell. As Hansell tried to 
tun out of the room, Powell pulled out his 
Bowie knife and stabbed Hansell in the 
back — between the ribs — causing per- 
manent partial nerve damage. As Sergeant 
Robinson placed himself between Powell 
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and the ailing Seward, Powell sliced down 
on Robinson’s forehead, leaving a long but 
superficial gash. But with the blow, Rob- 
inson was knocked down backward and 
pressed onto Seward’s bed beside the old 
man. Powell then jumped on top of the 
old man, stabbing downward at his face 
and shouting, “I’m mad!” with each of 
three blows as he tried to stab around the 
elaborate metal headgear and leather neck- 
strap. Powell landed three blows before 
being dragged off by Robinson, with some 
help from Hansell and the old man’s elder 
son, Major Augustus H. Seward, who had 
entered rushed into the room during the 
commotion. Blood gushed from the elder 
Seward’s face and neck after the blows, 
and he rolled defensively off the other side 
of the bed as the younger men fought it 
out. 

Powell continued to slash with his 
Bowie knife, stabbing Major Seward in 
his hand as the assassin fought his way 
to the door. Powell must have thought 


The revolver misfired, and Powell quickly turned the handle around 
and began beating Frederick over the head with the butt of the 
handgun until the weapon broke apart. 
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“A very demon in human form”: Lewis Powell, 
the would-be assassin of Secretary of State 
William Seward, would have succeeded but 
for the intervention of Seward’s bodyguard, 
Sergeant George Robinson. 


his assassination accomplished, and the 
shocked faces of the other men seemed to 
confirm it. But as it turned out, the elder 
Seward survived the attack with just su- 
perficial wounds, probably a result of pro- 
tection provided by the metal jaw brace. 
He would require stitches and incur some 
facial nerve damage, but not much more. 

After Powell fled down the stairs and out 
the front door, he discovered that the cow- 
ardly Herold had already galloped away 
from the scene during the commotion, 
rather than back up his partner. Powell rode 
his one-eyed mare out of the neighborhood, 
but as he was unfamiliar with Washington, 
he ended up getting lost and was unable to 
rendezvous with his co-conspirators, who 
had plotted to kill more than just the sec- 
retary of state that night of April 14, 1865. 

Another attack planned for the evening, 
on Vice President Andrew Johnson, had 
already failed without even an attempt 
being made. Co-conspirator George Atze- 
rodt had booked a hotel room immediately 
above Johnson’s Washington, D.C., hotel 
room. But after going to a well-attended 
party where Johnson was in attendance, 
the cowardly Atzerodt apparently judged 
that he wouldn’t be able to accomplish the 
deed in such a crowd and left for the bar 
where he drank himself into a stupor. 

The cowardly Herold met arch-conspir- 
ator John Wilkes Booth at their rendezvous 
point several miles outside of town shortly 
after midnight. There, Booth told him he 
had just assassinated President Lincoln at 
Ford’s Theater in a crowded audience. His 
actions are well known to history: Booth 
crept into Lincoln’s box at the theater and 
fired a .44 caliber derringer at Lincoln’s 
head. The bullet pierced his brain, though 
Lincoln’s heart kept beating through the 
night. Booth then jumped down onto the 
stage, breaking his leg on the landing, 
yelled “Sic Semper Tyrannus” (“Thus al- 
ways to tyrants”), and scrambled out the 
back door where his horse was waiting. 

John Wilkes Booth was as close a thing 
to today’s “celebrity” as existed in the 
1860s. He was one of the most popular 
stage actors in pre-cinema America, earn- 
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ing some $20,000 per year for his acting. It 
was a fantastic sum for the time, the equiva- 
lent to more than $1 million per year today 
in an American population that was one- 
tenth of the 21st-century American media 
market. Perhaps only his brother — the 
celebrated Edwin Booth, a Unionist who 
had just months earlier saved Lincoln’s son 
Robert Todd from injury on a train platform 
— exceeded John Wilkes’ acting income. 

Had he not conspired to carry out the as- 
sassinations and lived, John Wilkes Booth 
might have ended up one of America’s 
richest men. Booth had been an early in- 
vestor in the oil business (though he lost 
everything on his first investment), and 
seemed to have understood the potential 
benefits of the industry. 

Booth told Herold at the rendezvous 
point that he needed medical attention 
for his broken leg, a single fracture that 
needed to be set by a doctor. Both of them 
knew exactly where to go: the Maryland 
farm of Dr. Samuel Mudd. 

Mudd was what in Civil 
War-era Maryland was called a 
“good Southern Man,” a man in 
a slave-holding state with decid- 
edly — but secretly held — Con- 
federate sympathies. Booth had 
met Mudd at St. Mary’s Catho- 
lic church in nearby Bryantown, 
from which the conspiracy drew 
most of its known adherents. 
Mudd was a country doctor who 
had set up practice on a farm in 
present day Waldorf, Maryland 
— some 23 miles southeast of 
Washington, D.C. He ran his 
farm with a handful of slaves, 
and was a monster who had shot 
one of his male slaves — Elzee 
Eglent — in the leg for disobe- 
dience. Moreover, Mudd hated 
President Lincoln and had plot- 
ted with Booth to kidnap Lin- 
coln, prior to the plan becoming 
one of assassination. 


Changing Designs 

Booth had initially planned to 
kidnap Lincoln and as many 
other senior members of the ex- 
ecutive branch as possible and 
deliver them to the Confeder- 
ate government in Richmond, 
using them as bargaining chips. 
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Lincoln, Johnson, Seward, Secretary of 
War Edwin Stanton, and General Ulysses 
S. Grant were quickly listed as targets. 
Booth even traveled to Montreal several 
times to meet with the Confederate secret 
service to coordinate and enlist help. Like- 
ly, Powell — one of the few non-Catholics 
in the conspiracy — was the main assis- 
tance the Confederates gave to Booth. But 
when the president’s carriage was found 
to contain only Samuel Chase, a former 
treasury secretary who had recently been 
appointed as chief justice to the U.S. Su- 
preme Court, in a planned March 15, 1865 
ambush, the conspirators were forced to 
begin their plans from scratch. 

A new kidnapping plan lasted only a 
day or so before being abandoned in favor 
of assassination. When Booth proposed to 
kidnap Lincoln at Ford’s Theater several 
weeks later, several co-conspirators — in- 
cluding Samuel Arnold and his longtime 
friend Michael O’ Laughlen — backed out. 


. XX 


John Wilkes Booth: His unionist brother Edwin Booth was more 
beloved as an actor, but John Wilkes Booth was also highly regarded 
as a Stage actor and gave up wealth and fame to become President 
Lincoln’s assassin on behalf of the already moribund Southern cause. 


O’Laughlen thought kidnapping the presi- 
dent in a crowded theater in a city under 
military rule was “suicide.” 

The kidnapping plot had resulted in a 
fairly large circle of Southern sympathiz- 
ers being recruited by Booth, who centered 
on persons who had become boarders at the 
farm of Mary Surratt in present day Clin- 
ton, Maryland. Booth even tried to recruit 
fellow actors into the conspiracy. Actor 
Samuel Knapp Chester noted that his long- 
time acting friend Booth had this conversa- 
tion with him on November 25, 1864: “He 
stopped, and told me then that he was in a 
large conspiracy to capture the heads of the 
Government [including the President], and 
take them to Richmond.” Booth boasted to 
Chester that 50-100 co-conspirators were 
involved in the Lincoln abduction plot, 
though it’s not clear if he had been exagger- 
ating the number. It is less clear how many 
remained involved when the plot turned to 
assassination. 

At the trial of the captured ac- 
cused conspirators, Chester was 
asked questions about Booth’s 
plans: 


Q: When did he say to you 
that he had abandoned the 
idea of capturing the Presi- 
dent? 

A: In February [1865], I 
think. 

Q: Did he say why he had 
abandoned it? 

A: He said the affair had 
fallen through, owing to some 
of the parties backing out. 

Q: On what day was it that 
he said to you what an excel- 
lent chance he had for killing 
the President? 

A: It was on a Friday, one 
week previous to the assassi- 
nation. 

Q: On what day of April 
was that? 

A: The seventh. 


The move from kidnapping to 
assassination was a natural tran- 
sition when there was no longer 
a destination to take the hostag- 
es. The city of Richmond fell 
to Union forces on April 3, and 
Confederate General Robert E. 
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and Mrs. Lincoln watched the play Our American Cousin. Booth claimed he yelled “Sic Semper Tyrannus” before firing, but some witnesses said he 


uttered it after shooting the president. 


Lee surrendered to Grant at Appomattox 
Court House on April 9. After that time, 
there was no Confederate leadership for 
Booth to bring Lincoln and the others to 
that he could reasonably hope to reach. 
Although General Joseph E. Johnston’s 
Army of Tennessee was still fighting 
in North Carolina, and other Confeder- 
ate forces were active in Texas, Georgia, 
and the Gulf states, the chance of Booth 
transporting his prisoners over hundreds 
of miles of Union-controlled territory was 
virtually non-existent. 

It’s possible that the assassination con- 
spiracy may have included more targets, 
including both Secretary of War Edwin 
Stanton and Lt. Gen. Ulysses S. Grant. Two 
witnesses testified later — Major Kilburn 
Knox and John C. Hatter — that conspira- 
tor Michael O’Laughlen had been at the 
home of Secretary of War Edwin Stanton 
— one of the targets of the original kidnap- 
ping conspiracy — on the evening of April 


13, just one day before the assassination 
(where General Grant and his wife had also 
at that time been visiting). A large crowd 
had assembled that evening to celebrate the 
surrender of General Lee’s Army of North- 
ern Virginia with fireworks. It could have 
been a coincidence, or it could have been 
surveillance for another assassination strike 
at the executive branch. 

It’s unclear when — or even if — 
Mudd backed out of the conspiracy, but 
John Wilkes Booth’s appearance at his 
farm certainly re-implicated him. Mudd 
cut off Booth’s boot, set his fractured leg, 
and had a set of crutches made for him. 
Booth and Herold then rode south and hid 
out for several days in a pine thicket in 
Charles County, Maryland, en route to a 
Potomac River crossing to Virginia. In the 
pine thicket, Booth penned his final diary 
entry where he wrote, “For, four years I 
have lived (I may say) A slave in the north 
(A favored slave its [sic] true, but no less 


Booth crept into Lincoln's box at the theater and fired a .44 caliber 
derringer at Lincoln's head. The bullet pierced his brain, though 
Lincoln's heart kept beating through the night. Booth then jumped 
down onto the stage, breaking his leg on the landing. 
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hateful to me on that account.)” The irony 
of the statement was that it had become at 
least partly true under the Lincoln presi- 
dency, which had imposed wartime cen- 
sorship of the press through its control 
of the U.S. mail (in which publications 
circulated), suspended habeas corpus and 
the right to trial by jury, and had commit- 
ted numerous war crimes against civilian 
property in both the Shenandoah Valley 
of Virginia and throughout the Georgia 
countryside. Those war crimes undoubt- 
edly hardened the hearts of many defeated 
Southerners, and Powell’s fanaticism must 
have been magnified by witnessing “the 
burning” of the Shenandoah Valley by 
Union General Philip Sheridan beginning 
in the fall of 1864. 

Booth and Herold made their way to 
the Garrett Farm in Port Royal, Virginia, 
by April 24, nine days after the assassi- 
nation attempts. At 2:00 a.m. on April 26, 
federal troops, who were questioning all 
the homeowners in the area, arrived at the 
farm and inquired about Booth and Her- 
old. The soldiers were told that the men 
were resting in the barn. After the soldiers 
threatened to burn the barn down — and 
had started a fire — Herold surrendered, 
but Booth cast about looking for ways to 
douse the fire. A Federal soldier fired into 
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a crack in the wallboards and hit Booth 
in the neck, which turned out to be a fatal 
wound. According to one witness, after 
being dragged out of the burning barn, 
among Booth’s dying words were: “Tell 
my mother I die for my country.” And by 
his “country,” he meant the Confederacy, 
which had already essentially ended. 

Booth had written an undated letter he 
had given to his sister Asia Booth Clarke 
shortly before the assassination that 
claimed, “The South are not nor have they 
ever been fighting for the continuance of 
slavery. The first battle of Bull-run did 
away with that idea.” However, he main- 
tained in the same letter, “This country was 
formed for the white, not for the black man. 
And looking upon African slavery from the 
same standpoint as the noble framers of our 
Constitution, I for one have ever considered 
it one of the greatest blessings (both for 
themselves and us) that God ever bestowed 
upon a favored nation.” 


The Unjust Trials 

Powell was eventually arrested entering 
Mary Surratt’s house in Surrattsville, a 
dozen miles southeast of the District of 
Columbia, late at night on April 17. Oth- 
ers who would be brought to trial for being 
part of the Lincoln conspiracy included 
George A. Atzerodt, Michael O’Laughlen, 


Mary E. Surratt, Dr. Samuel Mudd, Sam- 
uel Arnold, and Ford Theater carpenter 
Edmund Spangler. 

Union forces were unable to capture 
Mary’s son John Surratt or the Confed- 
erate Secret Service leadership based in 
Canada, which included former U.S. Sen- 
ator from Alabama Clement C. Clay and 
former President Buchanan’s secretary of 
the interior, Jacob Thompson. The young- 
er Surratt had left for Canada the week of 
the assassinations, and wouldn’t be cap- 
tured until a year later (in Cairo, Egypt). 

The trials of the conspirators were by 
military commission. The trial itself was 
an unconstitutional mess at best, and a 
travesty of justice at worst. The prosecu- 
tion interviewed numerous witnesses who 
could only identify Confederate sympa- 
thizers who had made outlandish state- 
ments about how Lincoln should be killed. 
Such words reflecting Confederate sympa- 
thies were hardly conclusive proof of guilt 
since bravado — trash-talking the other 
side — is common in a fratricidal war, 
and served only to bias the nine-member 
military jury. Witnesses failed to establish 
any clear connection to senior officials of 
the Confederate government. 

Moreover, there was a strong incentive 
for witnesses to invent damning informa- 
tion on the conspirators, as the reward for 
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Hanging of five conspirators: The military commission tried eight defendants (other 
conspirators had fled the country), and five were sent to the gallows. The culpability of Mary 
Surratt — the first woman ever executed by the federal government — in the assassination 


conspiracy has long been called into question. 
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capturing Booth had been $50,000, more 
than $2.5 million in today’s money, an 
astronomical sum. And a number of pri- 
vate rewards had increased that figure to 
$140,000 total. Similarly, rewards had 
been posted for several of the other co- 
conspirators of $50,000 or $25,000. 

Surratt’s tavern-keeper John M. Lloyd 
— initially arrested for complicity in the 
conspiracy — turned state’s evidence. 
Louis J. Wiechmann — a boarder at Sur- 
ratt’s farm and a former seminarian for the 
Catholic priesthood with John Surratt at St. 
Charles College — also turned state’s evi- 
dence. Weichmann’s testimony confirmed 
that Mary Surratt’s farm was the center of 
planning for the assassination, and Weich- 
mann tied Mary Surratt to the conspiracy. 

Defense attorneys objected to the mili- 
tary commission and called for an ordi- 
nary civilian criminal trial, but Secretary 
of War Stanton — a named target in at 
least the kidnapping scheme — insisted 
on the blatantly unconstitutional ad hoc 
military commission. Attorney General 
James Speed put his imprimatur on a mili- 
tary tribunal. “I am of the opinion that the 
conspirators not only may but ought to be 
tried by a military tribunal,” Speed wrote. 
“Congress may prescribe how all such tri- 
bunals are to be constituted, what shall be 
their jurisdiction, and mode of procedure. 
Should Congress fail to create such tribu- 
nals, then, under the Constitution, they 
must be constituted according to the laws 
and usages of civilized warfare.” 

Speed’s bizarre rationale calling for 
the military commission almost seemed 
to prove its unconstitutionality: “I do not 
think that Congress can, in time of war or 
peace, under this clause of the Constitu- 
tion, create military tribunals for the adju- 
dication of offenses committed by persons 
not engaged in, or belonging to, [military] 
forces. This is a proposition too plain for 
argument. But it does not follow that be- 
cause such military tribunals can not be 
created by Congress under this clause, 
that they can not be created at all.... The 
laws of war authorized human life to be 
taken without legal process, or that legal 
process contemplated by those provisions 
in the Constitution that are relied upon 
to show that military judicial tribunals 
are unconstitutional.” The U.S. Supreme 
Court would a year later declare military 
tribunals unconstitutional for civilians in 
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Booth boasted to Chester that 50-100 co-conspirators were involved 
in the Lincoln abduction plot, though it's not clear if he had been 


exaggerating the number. It is less clear how many remained involved 


when the plot turned to assassination. 


areas where civilian courts are functioning 
in the case of Ex Parte Mulligan. 

The nine Army officers who comprised 
the military tribunal ended up sentencing 
four defendants to death: Lewis Powell, 
David Herold, George A. Atzerodt, and 
Mary E. Surratt. Ford Theater carpenter 
Edmund Spangler received a six-year pris- 
on sentence. Dr. Samuel Mudd, Samuel 
Arnold, and Michael O’Laughlen received 
life prison sentences, though President 
Johnson pardoned the surviving prisoners 
before leaving office in 1869. (O’ Laughlen 
had died of yellow fever in prison.) 

The Lincoln assassination military com- 
missions have become notorious in history 
because they flatly violated the U.S. Con- 
stitution’s guarantee of a right to trial by 
jury and because they may have resulted in 
the mistaken conviction of Mary Surratt for 
being part of the assassination conspiracy. 
(Surratt was found guilty mainly because 
she had stowed some guns for Booth a 
couple of days before the assassination, 
though she might not have known about 
the planned attacks.) For his part, kidnap- 
ping co-conspirator John Surratt always 


maintained he knew nothing about the 
assassination plot. In 1870, after his trial 
(which ended with a hung jury), John Sur- 
ratt stated: “Such a thing as the assassina- 
tion of Mr. Lincoln I never heard spoken of 
by any of the party. Never! Upon one occa- 
sion, I remember, we had called a meeting 
in Washington for the purpose of discussing 
matters in general, as we had understood 
that the government had received informa- 
tion that there was a plot of some kind on 
hand.” If John Surratt had no knowledge of 
the assassination (though he may have been 
lying), it’s quite possible that Mary Surratt 
— who undoubtedly knew about the kid- 
napping plots — was similarly uninformed 
about the assassination plot. 

The Lincoln assassination conspira- 
cy was no “conspiracy theory,” but is a 
documented fact of conspiracy history. 
However, the extent of that conspiracy — 
and the level of knowledge possessed by 
the Confederate government — remains 
a matter of historical controversy. The 
Confederate Secret Service was quite ef- 
ficient in destroying its documents at the 
end of the war, and John Surratt claimed 


“He belongs to the ages”: Booth’s .44-caliber bullet blew out part of Lincoln’s brain, but his 
heart continued beating until morning. Lincoln was not conscious after the shot. When Lincoln’s 
heart stopped, Secretary of War Edwin Stanton (who had Lincoln’s widow, Mary Todd, removed 
from the room because she cried too loudly) proclaimed “He belongs to the ages.” (Some 
sources say Stanton said, “He belongs to the angels.”) 
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in 1870 that the Confederate government 
knew nothing of the kidnapping scheme, 
stating, “This scheme of abduction was 
concocted without the knowledge or the 
assistance of the Confederate government 
in any shape or form. Booth and I often 
consulted together as to whether it would 
not be well to acquaint the authorities in 
Richmond with our plan, as we were sadly 
in want of money, our expenses being very 
heavy. In fact the question arose among us 
as to whether, after getting Mr. Lincoln, if 
we succeeded in our plan, the Confeder- 
ate authorities would not surrender us to 
the United States again, because of doing 
this thing without their knowledge or con- 
sent.” However, such a claim was simply 
not credible, given the frequent trips both 
Surratt and Booth made to Montreal to 
meet with the Confederate Secret Service. 

A number of questions remain about 
the Lincoln assassination conspiracy. It’s 
not known what role — or even what 
knowledge — Confederate officials had 
in the plot to kidnap or assassinate federal 
leaders. Booth had made trips to Mon- 
treal where Confederate Secret Service 
officials were working, but it’s unclear if 
they would have taken an actor’s boasts 
seriously. It has also been alleged that 
John Wilkes Booth and other conspirators 
were members of the pre-war Knights of 
the Golden Circle, a conspiratorial group 
that tried to revive the efforts of the “fili- 
busters” who sought to use military force 
to conquer Mexico, Central America, and 
Caribbean nations and bring them into 
the United States as slave states. Many 
sources have alleged that the Knights of 
the Golden Circle may have had a role 
in the conspiracy. Even though those al- 
legations remain unproven, they are not 
beyond the realm of possibility. As with 
most secret societies, the operations of 
the Knights of the Golden Circle during 
the War Between the States remains in an 
historical shadow-land. 

As Americans face the 150th anniver- 
sary of the Lincoln assassination conspir- 
acy, it serves as a reminder that conspira- 
cies have always existed and had a strong 
impact upon history. John Wilkes Booth 
tried to patch together the shifting loyal- 
ties of his co-conspirators into a massive 
and cohesive assassination plot. And even 
though much of his plan failed, he nev- 
ertheless altered the course of history. Hl 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
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Daddy’s Little Girl 


Two would-be burglars in Lapeer County, 
Michigan, met their match in an 11-year- 
old girl on the afternoon of January 30. 
ABC News reported that the young lady 
was home alone when a strange vehicle 
pulled in to the driveway, and a man she 
did not know began circling the house 
and knocking on all of the doors. She did 
not answer, and a 53-year-old man and a 
31-year-old woman allegedly broke in to 
the residence. The quick-thinking preteen 
grabbed the 12-gauge shotgun that she 
used to go hunting with her father and 
locked herself in a bathroom closet with 
the gun pointed at the door. The male in- 
truder forced his way into the bathroom 
and then into the closet, only to find a gun 
pointed at his face. He and his accomplice 
fled without saying a word and were ar- 
rested a short time later when their ve- 
hicle was stopped in a neighboring town. 
Thankfully, the 11-year-old girl was not 
harmed and did not have to discharge her 
weapon in this scary situation. 


Wheelchair-bound 
Husband Saves Wife 


The Cape May County Herald reported on 
a frightening situation near Atlantic City, 
New Jersey, that unfolded in the early 
morning hours of January 18. According 
to police, a 56-year-old wheelchair-bound 
man and his wife were asleep in their bed- 
room when they were awakened by the 
sound of someone trying to break in to 
their home. The female resident called 911 
while her husband got into his wheelchair, 
grabbed his handgun, and went to investi- 
gate. The terrified woman relayed details 
to the 911 operator as she heard screaming 
from outside, her husband’s voice issuing 
a warning that he was armed with a gun, 
then glass breaking and a single shot being 
fired as her husband fatally wounded the 
intruder with a shot to the head. 
According to police, the intruder was 
a 21-year-old man whom they had been 
searching for after an unrelated incident at 
a nearby bar. The man had allegedly been 
involved in a bar fight and then fought 
with a female friend who was attempting 
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to drive him home, prompting the friend to 
call 911. Police say that the man’s friend 
claims that he tried to cause an accident by 
grabbing the steering wheel of her vehicle 
and then broke several windows on her 
truck before running off on foot. Accord- 
ing to his friend, the man was “extremely” 
intoxicated. 

It was approximately an hour after the 
suspect’s friend called 911 that the suspect 
was shot. He later died at the hospital. The 
homeowner has not been charged in the 
incident as it appears the shooting was in 
self-defense. 


“I Shot a Rat” 


WESH.com out of Orlando, Florida, re- 
ported on February 5 that a 56-year-old 
homeowner was asleep when he was awak- 
ened by noises from outside. He was not 
surprised to see a familiar 32-year-old man, 
who was there allegedly to rob the home- 
owner a third time. On this occasion, police 
say the man was there to steal a truck and 
other belongings from outside the house. 

The homeowner was well-prepared 
for the suspect’s visit and went to inves- 
tigate the suspicious noises armed with a 
.22 that he had loaded with non-lethal rat 
shot. He shot the thief six times, but it was 
not enough to stop him from stealing his 
truck. The victim said that he might have 
tried to kill the suspect if he had entered 
the house where his family was sleeping, 
but since his family was not in danger, 
he used only the non-lethal ammunition. 
The homeowner told police about the rat 
ammunition, “They hurt a lot. They’re for 
shooting rodents, which is exactly what I 
did, I shot a rat.” 

The “rat” was known to his victims, 
not only because he had allegedly robbed 
them twice previously, but also because 
the homeowner had reportedly shown 
him great kindness in the past. The home- 
owner said that many years earlier, he had 
tried to help a child by giving him food 
and clothing, only to have that child grow 
up to be the troubled man who repeatedly 
attempted to steal from him. 

According to police, after the suspect 
made his getaway in the victim’s truck, 
he nearly struck a deputy from the Volusia 
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County Sheriff’s Office and then crashed 
into an embankment. He escaped on foot 
in a wooded area and eluded police until 
late that afternoon. Police say that he will 
be charged with armed burglary, grand 
theft auto, fleeing or attempting to elude 
a law-enforcement officer and aggravated 
assault on a law-enforcement officer, 


Wrong Place, Wrong Time 


Mass Live News reported on February 7 
about a Springfield, Massachusetts, man 
who was the victim of a home invasion that 
turned out to be a case of mistaken identity. 

The homeowner and his three-year-old 
daughter were at home when two brothers 
allegedly approached the house at mid- 
night and began to aggressively ring the 
doorbell and kick the door. The brothers 
yelled that they were there to “light up the 
house” as they pounded on the door. 

According to Springfield Police Ser- 
geant John M. Delaney, the menacing 
brothers, 24-year-old Jordan Eady and 
22-year-old Jovan Eady, eventually forced 
their way into the home but seemed con- 
fused about the homeowner’s identity, re- 
peatedly calling him by the wrong name. 
Delaney reported that the suspects refused 
to leave the victim’s home and that both 
brothers made threatening advances to- 
ward the homeowner, who was armed 
with a licensed firearm. 

The homeowner fired one shot at the 
assailants, striking one of the brothers in 
the arm. The attackers immediately fled 
from the house, but did not get far before 
they were stopped by responding officers. 
The man who was shot was treated for 
non-life-threatening injuries and released 
to the police. 

Sergeant Delaney said, “It appears that 
the Eady brothers were at the wrong house 
and picked the wrong homeowner to threat- 
en.” Both brothers are now facing charges 
of armed burglary (although the defense 
claims they were unarmed), threat to mur- 
der, and defacement of real property. 

Mass Live News would later report that 
the brothers had been drinking and had 
gotten their car stuck in a snow bank right 
in front of the house before the crime. 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Federal Court Slaps 
Hand After Ohama’s 


Amnesty Overreach 


ITEM: The Washington Post for February 
17, 2015, reported on the recent ruling by 
a federal judge in Texas that temporarily 
blocked President Obama ’s executive ac- 
tions, sparing perhaps five million illegal 
immigrants from the threat of deportation. 

The president, said the Post, “and his 
Republican antagonists in Congress face 
the uncertainty of having their disputes 
[here also referring to ObamaCare and 
executive actions on “climate change’’] 
mediated by the third branch of govern- 
ment. In an appearance in the Oval Office 
on Tuesday, Obama said he was confident 
that he would prevail, telling reporters, 
‘The law is on our side and history is on 
our side.’” 

The newspaper further reported: 

“Obama issued his immigration orders 
shortly after the midterm elections in No- 
vember, saying he could no longer wait on 
Congress to reform border-control laws 
that have left more than 11 million illegal 
immigrants in limbo. An effort to pass a 
comprehensive immigration bill failed last 
summer.” 
ITEM: The New York Times on February 
18, in an editorial entitled “A Judge's 
Assault on Immigration,” commented: 
“However the appellate courts come 
down on the case, Mr. Obama is finding 
himself once again dealing with a fa- 
miliar sort of Republican intransigence. 
With his humane and realistic immigra- 
tion policy, he is trying to tackle a huge 
and long-running national problem: what 
to do with more than 11 million undocu- 
mented people who are living, working 
and raising families here, when the gov- 
ernment cannot possibly apprehend or 
deport all of them.” 

The Times went on: “On immigration, 
the Republicans seem to want only to sav- 
age the president’s efforts to address a 
pressing nationwide crisis, just as they 
have on health care reform. They are good 
at unleashing rage against Mr. Obama's 
supposed lawlessness, but they have no 
meaningful solutions of their own.” 
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Protesting enforcement of the law: When federal Judge Andrew Hanen temporarily blocked 


Obama’s amnesty order, owing to the fact that it’s the president’s job to carry out the law, not make 
the law, an event was held in Houston to protest. In essence the protesters want an elected dictator. 


CoRRECTION: Astonishingly, the chief 
executive has been correct about what he 
can legally do about illegal aliens in this 
country. And President Obama should pay 
heed to him. As the chief executive put it: 


There are those in the immigrants’ 
rights community who have argued 
passionately that we should simply 
provide those who are [here] illegal- 
ly with legal status, or at least ignore 
the laws on the books and put an end 
to deportation until we have better 
laws.... I believe such an indiscrimi- 
nate approach would be both unwise 
and unfair. It would suggest to those 
thinking about coming here illegally 
that there will be no repercussions 
for such a decision. And this could 
lead to a surge in more illegal immi- 
gration. And it would also ignore the 
millions of people around the world 
who are waiting in line to come here 
legally. 

Ultimately, our nation, like all 
nations, has the right and obligation 
to control its borders and set laws 
for residency and citizenship. And 
no matter how decent they are, no 
matter their reasons, the 11 million 
who broke these laws should be held 
accountable. 


The problem is the chief executive who 
made the above remarks — on July 1, 
2010, at the American University School 
of International Service in Washington, 
D.C., — is Barack Obama. Yes, that’s the 
very same president who said (after he 
unilaterally presumed to grant amnesty to 
millions of illegals) that he had the “power 
to create a new law.” He similarly boasted 
last year: “I just took an action to change 
the law.” And, shamelessly, the latter-day 
President Obama has maintained that “my 
position hasn’t changed.” 

The president says history is on his 
side. Well, that is possible. Some leaders 
go down in history. Some just go down 
further than others. 

The president has said on multiple oc- 
casions (October 25, 2010, being one of 
these): “I am president, I am not king. I 
can’t do these things just by myself.” 

The “new” president, sadly, would 
probably like to deport the “old” presi- 
dent, who dared to say (on March 28, 
2011): “America is a nation of laws, 
which means I, as the President, am ob- 
ligated to enforce the law. I don’t have a 
choice about that.” In remarks made at 
Bell Multicultural High School in Wash- 
ington, D.C., that are still noted on the 
White House website, the chief executive 
explained: 
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With respect to the notion that I can 
just suspend deportations through ex- 
ecutive order, that’s just not the case, 
because there are laws on the books 
that Congress has passed.... We’ve got 
three branches of government. Con- 
gress passes the law. The executive 
branch’s job is to enforce and imple- 
ment those laws. And then the judicia- 
ry has to interpret the laws. There are 
enough laws on the books by Congress 
that are very clear in terms of how we 
have to enforce our immigration sys- 
tem that for me to simply through ex- 
ecutive order ignore those congressio- 
nal mandates would not conform with 
my appropriate role as President. 


That’s all history now. 

The ruling that was made in Febru- 
ary by U.S. District Court Judge Andrew 
Hanen, it should be noted, purposely did 
not go into the broader issue of the consti- 
tutionality of the president’s orders. The 
ruling rather held that the law was broken. 
The court held that the president couldn’t 
rewrite law by himself. 
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Hanen observed that Obama’s state- 
ments before the implementation of his 
plan — known as Deferred Action for 
Parental Accountability (DAPA) — ac- 
knowledged “that he, as President, did 
not have the power under the Constitu- 
tion or the laws of the country to change 
the immigration laws. On these occa- 
sions, he asserted that only Congress 
could implement these changes in this 
area of the law. From these statements, 
the States reason that if the President 
does not have the necessary power to 
make these changes, then the DHS Sec- 
retary certainly does not.” 

There were plenty of malicious media 
comments directed at the Republican- 
appointed judge for daring to speak 
truth to power. The editors of the New 
York Times, for example, snidely noted 
that in January, the judge had (gasp!) 
“invoked a biblical flood in describing 
illegal immigration” into Brownsville, 
Texas. Elsewhere, in a “news” account, 
the Times chided the judge’s opinion for 
being “marked by haste.” As the niggling 
report indicated in a “gotcha” moment of 


remarkable pettiness, Hanen “repeatedly 
referred to Justice John Paul Stevens as 
‘Justice Stephens.’” 

In actuality, the substance of what the 
District Court judge did say was on the 
mark. For example: The Department of 
Homeland Security “was not given any 
‘discretion by law’ to give 4.3 million re- 
movable aliens what the DHS itself labels 
as ‘legal presence,’” Hanen wrote in issu- 
ing his injunction. “In fact, the law man- 
dates that these illegally-present individu- 
als be removed: The DHS has adopted a 
new rule that substantially changes both 
the status and employability of millions. 
These changes go beyond mere enforce- 
ment or even non-enforcement of this na- 
tion’s immigration scheme.” 

Defenders of the president’s actions have 
resorted to erecting a straw-man argument 
that it would be impossible to remove 11 
million illegals — as if those actions were 
imminent. Yet, as the judge noted, it was 
the administration itself that made matters 
worse in the first place. “The court finds 
that the government’s failure to secure the 
border has exacerbated illegal immigration 
into this country,” Hanen wrote. “Further, 
the record supports the finding that this 
lack of enforcement, combined with this 
country’s high rate of illegal immigration, 
significantly drains the states’ resources.” 

As part of the 123-page opinion, the 
federal court explained: “DHS has not 
instructed its officers to merely refrain 
from arresting, ordering the removal of, 
or prosecuting unlawfully-present aliens.” 
Rather, the department “has enacted a 
wide-ranging program that awards legal 
presence, to individuals Congress has 
deemed deportable or removable, as well 
as the ability to obtain Social Security 
numbers, work authorization permits, and 
the ability to travel.” 

Right to the point, Hanen observed that 
the executive is “not just rewriting the 
laws; he is creating them from scratch.” 

This is also a matter that has been em- 
phasized by Josh Blackman, a professor 
of constitutional law at the South Texas 
College of Law in Houston. In a piece for 
National Review Online, Professor Black- 
man wrote: 
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After establishing that Texas had 
standing to sue in federal court, 
Judge Hanen turned to the lawful- 
ness of the executive action. DAPA 
was decreed on November 20, 2014, 
in a series of memorandums, with- 
out any opportunity for the public to 
comment beforehand. Judge Hanen 
found fatal the government’s fail- 
ure to comply with the notice-and- 
comment requirements of the Ad- 
ministrative Procedures Act (APA). 
But the court went further, finding 
that DAPA was not an exercise of 
prosecutorial discretion. Rather, 
DAPA amounted to a decision to 
““consciously and expressly adopt 
a general policy’ that is so extreme 
as to amount to an abdication of its 
statutory responsibilities.” 

The president was willfully dis- 
regarding the laws of Congress that 
he did not agree with. Specifically, 
DAPA “does not simply constitute 
inadequate enforcement; it is an an- 
nounced program of non-enforce- 
ment of the law that contradicts Con- 
gress’ statutory goals.” This policy, 
Hanen concluded, is unlawful and 
must be halted. 


The supposed executor of the law, in other 
words, is breaking the law. 

The argument that it would be impos- 
sible to remove 11 million illegal aliens, 
or whatever the actual number, is large- 
ly a phony one. Even many of the most 
vocal opponents of illegal immigration 
have called not for mass deportation, but 
for attrition, including not granting those 
breaking the law access to welfare benefits 
and other social services so that, eventu- 
ally, the illegals will stop pouring over the 
border and those already here may decide 
to go home. On the other hand, if you re- 
ward illegal behavior, you will get more of 
it (even if apologists don’t have the nerve 
to use the word “illegal” when describing 
law-breakers). 

In terms of the case at hand, there has 
been a good deal of deliberate misinfor- 
mation spread. As the Washington Exam- 
iner has observed: 
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Welcoming lawbreakers: California began issuing driver's licenses to illegal immigrants earlier 
this year, and 59,000 applications were accepted in the first month. When illegal immigrants are 
treated as citizens, more come here, putting extreme stresses on our welfare and school systems. 


Contrary to most media reports, the 
deportation of millions is not on the 
cards, regardless of what happens. 
Practically none of the 5 million 
people affected by this decision are 
or were in any danger of deporta- 
tion. In 2013 and 2014, 98 percent of 
the roughly 700,000 people deport- 
ed from the U.S. fell into categories 
that are not spared by Obama’s order 
— criminals, terrorists and people 
immediately apprehended at the 
border and removed. The policy of 
generally leaving illegal immigrants 
alone if they do not commit other 
crimes is longstanding and will not 
change regardless of the decision in 
this case. 


Whether that is advisable is a topic for an- 
other time. The more general problem with 
the president’s action, as the Examiner in- 
dicated, is a different matter. What he has 
attempted to do is effectively to “confer 
legal status and issue work permits to mil- 
lions of people — something that should 
only and probably can only be done with 
the consent of the legislative branch. Such 
an effort may well deserve the support of 
Congress, but it surely requires it as well. 
There exists a constitutional channel for 
major policy changes.” 


The current situation is causing direct 
harm to the states and to law-abiding 
American citizens and taxpayers. This 
was also a point addressed by Judge 
Hanen. In his opinion, the judge took 
note of the fact that, because of other 
federal laws, Texas paid $716,800,000 in 
healthcare for illegal immigrants in 2008, 
while Wisconsin had to shell out more 
than $570,000 in unemployment benefits 
to DACA (Deferred Action for Childhood 
Arrivals) recipients. 

What is driving the amnesty express? 
Those who think that decisions to reward 
illegals are just based on some sort of al- 
truistic love of mankind are either termi- 
nally naive or have a one-track mind — 
and the traffic on that track is mighty light. 
Yes, there are politics involved. 

There are differences, one recalls, be- 
tween fraud and politics. If you lie to get 
money, it’s fraud. If you lie to get elected, 
it’s politics. 

These days, a pretty good way to find 
fraudulent politicians is to check out their 
positions on illegal aliens. Some congress- 
men, for instance, have insisted that they 
weren’t aware that illegal immigrants were 
now going to be eligible for tax refunds — 
even if they haven’t paid taxes. And the 
head of the Internal Revenue Service told 
Congress that no one in the White House 
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bothered to ask him or anyone else at the 
IRS about the tax ramifications of the 
president’s amnesty policies. However, 
when pressed, IRS Commissioner John 
Koskinen did admit that illegal immi- 
grants who have never paid taxes will be 
able claim tax refunds because of Obama’s 
executive action. 

Moreover, issuing Social Security num- 
bers to illegals, as the president would do, 
is tantamount to giving them the right to 
vote — since federal law requires such 
documents (including drivers’ licenses 
issued by states) be recognized as forms 
of identification for voting. Officials from 
various states have testified before Con- 
gress to warn of the consequences. 

One doesn’t recall a great groundswell 
of support for giving illegals the right to 
vote, but that is what is bound to happen, 
even more so than already is occurring. As 
Investor’s Business Daily put it on Febru- 
ary 13, under Barack Obama, 
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All U.S. identification cards are 
worthless now that anyone can vote 
here. And this comes as goodies for 
illegal immigrants are being piled 
high. Those eligible for Deferred 
Action for Childhood Arrivals, for 
example, are being given a fast track 
to citizenship, according to testimony 
Friday by Department of Homeland 
Security officials. 

And the Internal Revenue Ser- 
vice confirmed that illegals would 
be given “amnesty bonuses” worth 
as much as $24,000, retroactive 
through three years, via the earned 
income tax credit. Even those who 
have never filed tax returns are 
eligible. 

The extension of such privileges 
and rights look suspiciously like an 
attempt to build a new Democratic 
voting base from scratch — a base 
of foreigners from the least-educat- 


COLLECTIONS CLagance for your bath 


SHOWERS 
k: 


LAVATORIES 


ed parts of Central and Latin Ameri- 
ca last seen electing Venezuela-style 
communists offering economy- 
wrecking handouts. 


As it is, illegal aliens can make the dif- 
ference in close elections. A Cooperative 
Congressional Election Study released last 
year found that more than 14 percent of 
non-citizens in both the 2008 and 2010 
samples indicated that they were regis- 
tered to vote. In 2008, determined the aca- 
demics behind the analysis, 6.4 percent of 
illegals cast ballots. 

The biggest beneficiary of such votes is 
likely to be the most munificent engineer 
of the gravy train. 

Putting the interests of illegal aliens 
over those of native Americans and legal 
immigrants isn’t just illegal — Barack 
Obama’s actions notwithstanding — it is 
wrong. 

— WILLIAM P. HoAR 
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BY BRIAN FARMER 


Right to Work Is Right 


was once a member of 
[« Teamsters union and 

later a member of a pa- 
permakers union. I am also a 
supporter of freedom of asso- 
ciation and nonviolence. That 
has sometimes left me feeling 
conflicted, especially after I 
found out that the presidents 
of those two unions were in- 
volved with organized crime. 
I decided to look into labor 
unionism and the Right to 
Work (RTW) concept to see 
what more I could learn. I 
would like to share with you 
what I have learned. 

Did you know that the 
RTW principle is enshrined 
in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights (a document 
loved by American liberals and progressives, even though they 
generally do not support RTW!), drafted by the United Nations 
General Assembly in 1948? Article 23 declares, “Everyone has 
the right to work, to free choice of employment, to just and 
favorable conditions of work, and to protection against unem- 
ployment.” It also states, “Everyone has the right to form and 
to join trade unions for the protection of his interests.” Article 
23 does not say that a labor union has the right to force workers 
to join it. After all, if one is compelled to join a labor union in 
order to exercise his right to work, then how can one be said to 
have free choice of employment and to have protection against 
unemployment? 

Compulsory unionism is a contradiction of the RTW prin- 
ciple and the fundamental human right which that principle 
represents. RTW is neither anti-union nor pro-union. It is a 
matter of individual freedom. The RTW principle affirms the 
right of all Americans to work where they want and for whom 
they want without coercion of any type to join or not to join 
labor unions, or to support them in any way. Labor unions, 
after all, are private organizations. No other private organiza- 
tion in America insists on having the power to extract financial 
support from unwilling people, and no other form of private 
organization insists on being allowed to use coercion in order 
to achieve its goals. 

How, then, do labor unions succeed in playing their role in 
the economy? What is the true nature and character of a labor 
union? In order to succeed in holding itself together over 
the long term, a labor union has to be able to deliver on the 
claim that it can and will obtain a better deal for its members 
than they would receive in a free and open market. The only 
means of accomplishing that is by controlling the supply of 
labor available to an employer, which the labor union does 
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by preventing nonmembers 
from having access to the 
employer. When there is a 
contractual agreement be- 
tween a labor union and an 
employer, it is basically a 
compact whereby the em- 
ployer agrees to enforce the 
provisions of the contract, 
which almost invariably in- 
cludes the requirement that 
the employer will hire only 
members of that labor union. 
In other words, unionized 
workers are not organized 
against the employer; they 
are organized against work- 
ers outside the union! 

But why would employers 
agree to hire only labor union members and not avail themselves 
of the entire worker pool in a free and open market? And why 
would employers agree to pay more than they might otherwise 
have to pay in order to attract workers? In other words, what 
would induce employers to act against their own self-interest? 
Such conditions can exist only in an environment where labor 
unions are allowed to use coercion and intimidation in attempt- 
ing to get what they want. And such an environment can prevail 
only if the government is willing to turn a blind eye to it, or 
even encourage it. In the free and civil society that America is 
supposed to be, how did such a diabolical situation come about? 
Long story short: It is the legacy of those politicians who al- 
lowed themselves to be seduced by labor union money and po- 
litical support into departing from the American principles of 
individual liberty, economic freedom, and limited government. 
As a result, thanks to certain pieces of legislation, executive 
orders, and court decisions, labor unions are now allowed to 
function as little more than extortion rackets operating under 
government protection. 

We hear so much about labor unions being “for the little 
guy.” But when was the last time you heard of a labor union 
trying to organize the unemployed? Labor unions are not con- 
cerned about the unemployed; they are concerned about getting 
money. Unionized workers provide the vehicle that allows labor 
unions to tap into the cash flow of a business, siphon off money 
through dues, and funnel it into the union treasury. The bulk of 
that money is then used to finance a comfortable lifestyle for 
the union bosses and to fund political activity that is opposed 
by many workers. 

Indiana and Michigan benefited from becoming RTW states, 
creating factory jobs faster than the national average over the 
past three years. That is just one reason why this “cheesehead” 
supports Wisconsin’s becoming the 25th RTW state. Ml 
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Free Trade Agenda Pamphlets 

Every trade agreement or partnership seems to come with guarantees of more money 
from exports, more jobs, and the promise of U.S. sovereignty not being threatened. 
The reality is exactly the opposite. These five pamphlets illustrate the deceptions and 
what can be done to fight them. 


Does Trade Affect Our Security? PDTAS 
Trade Deals & Your Business? PTDAB 
What's the Real Price of Free Trade? PRPFT 
Free Trade: Promises and Reality PFTPAR 
Not-So-Free TRADE PNSFT 


(2013-15, four-color trifold pamphlet, 1/$0.20; 100-499/$0.15ea; 500-999/$0.13ea; 
1,000+/$0.10ea) 


How the Free Trade Agenda Affects You — Booklet 


Preserve our personal freedom and national independence by educating the non- 
expert about the history of free trade agreements, giving reasons for opposing two such 
agreements (the Trans-Pacific Partnership and Transatlantic Trade and Investment 
Partnership) that are currently being negotiated, and providing tools and an action plan 
for preventing congressional approval. (2013, 25pp, pb booklet, 1/$2.95; 10-24/$2.00ea; 
25-49/$1.50ea; 50-99/$1.00ea; 100-999/$0.75ea; 1,000+/$0.50ea) BKLTHFTAAY 


An Introduction to Trading Away Your Freedom — DVD 
Author of International Merger by Foreign Entanglements, JBS CEO Arthur Thompson 
offers an overview of the agenda behind so-called free trade. Great for a giveaway 
at educational events, recruiting, and for introducing the topic of the free trade 
agenda. (2014, 16min, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 100- 
999/$0.70ea; 1,000+/$0.64ea) DVDITAF 


World Federalism 101 

World Federalism 101, a book by Rick Biondi and Alex Newman, documents the 
history behind the New World Order. It explores the history of the world federalist 
and Atlantic Union movements in the U.S. Congress and beyond, as well as expos- 
ing proponents of world government using their own words and deeds. (2014, pb, 
212pp, $16.95) BKWF101 


Isn't Free Trade Good for Everyone? — Pamphlet 

A perfect easy-to-mail pamphlet that you can share with anyone to introduce them 
to the dangers of so-called free trade agreements. Buy in bulk to get the biggest 
discount, so you can distribute them to decision makers in your community. (2014, 
1-9/$.50ea; 10-24/$.45ea; 25-99/$.40ea; 100-999/$.35ea; 1,000+/$.30ea) PFTGE 


How the Free Trade Agenda Is Knocking Down America 
This special report of THE NEw AMERICAN magazine explains how the decep- 
tive “free trade” agenda is threatening our national independence, our per- 
sonal freedoms, and our jobs. (September 2, 2013, 48pp, 1/$1.00; 100+$0.25) 
TNA136962 


Secretly Trading Away 

Our Independence — Reprint 

President Obama is pushing two trade pacts that lead to economic and politi- 
cal integration of the United States with the European Union and Pacific Rim 
nations. (2013, 8pp, 1/$0.50; 25/$10.00; 100/$35.00; 1,000/$300.00) RPSTAOI 


QUANTITY TITLE PRICE TOTAL PRICE 
Sho p| JIBS. org = Mail completed form to: 
ShopJBS * P.O. BOX 8040 
Order Online: www.ShopJBS.org Pee ee 
Credit-card orders call toll-free now! 1 -800-342-6491 uruer unite 
Name 
Address 
WIRESIDENTS ADD SHIPPING/HANDLING . : 
SUBTOTAL TTS TAX. (SEE CHART BELOW) TOTAL City State Zip 
For shipments outside the U.S., please call for rates. QO Check O VISA O Discover fees 2 : en000000 
Order Subtotal | Standard Shipping | Rush Shipping () Money Order (©) MasterCard QO American Express VISAMG Discover American Express 


Three Digit V-Code Four Digit V-Code 


$0-10.99 $4.95 $9.95 Standard: 4-14 
$11.00-19.99 $7.75 $12.75 business days. Make checks payable to: ShopJBS ——— —— 
$20.00-49.99 $9.95 $14.95 Rush: 3-7 business 
$50.00-99.99 $13.75 $18.75 days, no P.O. Boxes, # Exp. Date 
$100.00-149.99 $15.95 $20.95 HI/AK add $10.00 


$150.00+ call call 


Signature 158323 


MANAGEMENT 


— \ 
7 
va 
\ \ 


CONSULTANTS AND ADMINISTRATORS 


Specializing in Tax Deductions for Dental Practices * Post Office Box 7007 * Porter Ranch, CA 91327 


